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ABSTRACT 
INTERNAL-EXTERNAL LOCUS OF CONTROL 
AND POLITICAL PA-RT-IG-I-P·ATION·_· 
Leon Simon Anisfeld 
The relationships and interactions of political 
participation and personal control are the focus of this 
study. Factor analyses indicate that both concepts are 
multi-dimensional in nature, political participation being 
defined by general and specific types of conventional 
participation and by general and specific types of radical 
participation, and the personal control dimension being 
defined by measures of individual vs. system blame, efficacy, 
and internal vs. external locus of control. A number of 
demographic factors are includes so as to refine and broaden 
the results. 
The major findings are as follows: 
Internals attribute political outcomes to systemic : 
factors, externals to individual effort: general conventional 
political activity is related to specific forms of conventional 
political activity and to general radical activity, but not 
to specific radical activity of boycott; intra-party activity 
is related to voting and extra-party activity but voting is 
not related to extra-party activity; lower economic status 
2 
and external locus of control are related to participation 
in boycott; males are likely to engage in general radical 
activity, females in the specific radical boycott action; 
marrieds and those with more social work experience engaged 
in extra-party activity; locus of control and economic status 
are not related; where attribution of outcome is to system 
and efficacy is high, the score on general radical activity 
is low; where attribution is to individual effort, score on 
general radical activity is high when efficacy is high and 
locus is internal; boycott is engaged in most where economic 
status is high and locus is external, indicating that 
incongruity between economic status and locus may motivate 
participation in radical action.                             in the boy-
cott was also evident among thooe of lower economic status, 
especially where locus was external. 
Externality and incongruity between economic status 
and sense of control thus' seem to be motivating factors for 
engaging in radical political activity. 
Internality seems to motive participation in conventional 
political action. especially where economic status was higher. 
The study indicates quite clearly that locus of control 
must be defined in terms of the context within which the 
measure is taken, that the very definition of control depends 
upon the individual's belief that the attributes of a 
particular context either provide (internal locus of control) 
or do not provide (external locus of control) the opportunity 
3 
for effecting outcomes within it. In this study, the 
contention is put forth that a need for control is a general 
motivati.ng force for .. all .indiy.iduals ... and. thC!.t         individual 
will participate (politically, in this study) within those 
contexts that afford him the opportunity to believe in his 
or her sense of control. Where the individual believes that 
the extant political context offers an opportunity to 
exercise a belief in personal control, that individual may 
be said to be internal in locus of control. Where alternate 
political contexts have to be created or alternate (radical) 
political activities engaged in so that a sense of personal 
control is established, the individual engaging in those 
alternate activities may be said to be external in locus 
of control. 
The various sub-specialties in social work will utilize 
the results of this study differently. It may be that 
political activity is affected by locus of control and/or 
vice versa, thereby making the results differentially useful 
to the policy planner and organizer and the casework prac-
titioner. For each, as well as for the political and social 
scientist, the results of this study extend the concept of 
reward beyond the usual socio-economic one to include the 
personal control concept. 
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CHAPTER I 
THE RESEARCH PROBLEM 
The social worker specializing in community organi-
zation, policy formulation and planning has, especially since 
the 1960s, become increasingly involved in the complex process 
of political participation. With demands by constituents for 
greater participation in political decision-making, many 
policy planners and organizers have attempted to assess the 
nature of participation on a wide variety of social and 
political issues and within an extended range of political 
settings. The problems raised by these circumstances are 
numerous, clustering around the question of why people 
participate in the political process in specific ways. 
What are the motivating factors, the rewards that can be 
obtained? Is the reward, as is so often assumed, of a higher 
economic and social status or must the concept of reward be 
extended to include the possible psychological benefits of 
participation qua participation? Can we, for example, take 
the individual's need for personal control over the events 
occurring in his or her life as a factor that motivates 
political participation? It is the latter proposition that 
forms the major research question addressed herein. More 
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specifically, are particular forms of participation related 
to the -individual's belief that he or she either has or does 
- ---riot have --c6tftrol- over-t-heeven-t-s-- ion t-heir- liv_es_?_ "" _____ _ 
Political participation as a process will be viewed 
both behaviorally and at"titudinally. It is examined in 
terms of specific activities grouped along dimensions of 
radicalism versus conventionality, the radical dimension 
being subdivided between general and more specific forms, 
the conventional dimension being subdivided among three 
types of participatory activity: voting, intra-political 
party, and extra-political party types of participation. 
The personal control measure is also viewed multi-
dimensionally. In this case, we have taken three measures 
that have appeared extensively in the psychological literature 
as general and more specific measures of personal control. The 
general measure of person.al control is Rotter's internal-
external locus of control, which concerns the individual's 
belief in whether he or she controls events occurring in 
their lives or whether this control is exercised by forces 
.,_.,external to them. The two more specific measures of 
personal control are related to the dependent variable, 
political participation. These latter measures of the 
personal control variable concern the individual's belief 
in his or her effectiveness in producing political outcomes 
(efficacy), and the belief as to whether individual effort 
or systemic factors are most important in determining 
political outcomes (individual vs. system blame). 
The major assumption underlying the study concerns 
the fact that a need to control events in one's life does 
exist. The basis for this assumption is outlined in 
3 
Chapter III, where the literature on personal control is 
reviewed. Building upon this assumption, we hope to 
demonstrate how participation in various specific political 
activities (as outlined above) may be explained by that 
activity providing a context within which the individual can 
believe in his or her ability to control political outcomes. 
Thus, the research problem to be explored concerns the 
relations between and the interactions of the various di-
mensions of political participation (dependent variable) and 
personal control (independent variable). So as to present 
the findings within a meaningful context, some demographic 
characteristics of the population are included in consider-
ing the relations and interactions between the major 
variables. 
-......... -
_.' ------- --- - ---CHAP-TER- I-I------- ----- _ -___________ _ 
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION: ATTITUDINAL AND 
BEHAVIORAL REFERENTS AND DEFINITION OF CONCEPTS 
A. Attitudinal Referents 
Nie and Verba,l in their review of political partici-
pat ion for The Handbook of Political Science have divided 
the process into three phases: the process of politici-
zation, participation input, and the consequences of partici-· 
pat ion in terms of government response. The major argument 
of these authors "is that there are a variety of ways of 
participation that are likely to have different conse-
quences.' Thus, Nie and Verba focus in their study on the 
participation input, i. e., on lithe ways in which citizens 
can participate" and on the various ways in which this 
participation takes place. Nie and Verba's modes and 
dimensions of political participation will serve as a 
major portion of the dependent variable in this study. We 
note at this point that neither Nie and Verba nor the 
present author limit political participation to the 
electoral process, a limitation that is often imposed on 
lNorman Nie and Sidney Verba, "Political Partici-
pation" in Handbook of Political Science, Vol. 4 (Addison-
Wesley, 1975), pp. 1-74. 
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participation studies by political scientists because of the 
ease with which survey data has been able to be collected 
since the introduction into the social sciences of computer-
ized operations. We will be interested in this dissertation 
in a variety of modes of political participation, believing 
that the process is multi-dimensional in nature, that there 
exist many modes of participation, each of which attracts to 
it individuals with a variety of motivations and each of 
which has d:i,st"inc"t effects and elicits distinct responses from 
the decision-maker. More                             we will concentrate 
on several motivational factors that may help explain why a 
particular individual participates in a particular way. 
The literature reveals three explanations that have 
been offered for the degree of political participation 
engaged in (the types of participation have not, to my 
knowledge, been broken down in terms of various motivations). 
The explanations include                     utility, civic obligation, 
and political efficacy.l 
The concept of political utility is derived from the 
well-known economic utility theory which is based on the 
···-assumption that lIan individual gains utility (or satisfaction) 
from the consumption of goods and services (or rewards) •••• 
Total utility is the total amounts of satisfaction obtained 
lStanley Renshon, Psychological Needs and Political 
Behavior (New York: The Free Press, Macmillan Publishing 
Co., 1974), pp. 13-14. 
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from obtaining various quantities of rewards ••• the more 
of a.reward obtained per unit of time, the greater the 
utili-ty(or s·a·t-i·s-fae·t-ion)a·n-y .. i-nd·ividua1will receiv.e. up to 
a certain point."l 
This exchange theory is also used by Homans 2 in his 
work on the exchange process in social life, where the 
concept of psychological "reinforcement" is put in the 
place of "reward" in the economic theory. In the political 
sphere this reward or reinforcer may include anything an 
individual needs, wants, or values. 
Several problems with the utility model are pointed 
out by Renshon. 3 First, individuals in both the economic 
and political arenas may be "satisficers" rather than 
"maximizers", i.e., they may be content with incremental 
rather than total satisfaction of their needs and desires. 
This suggests that there may be no fixed level of reward 
for different individuals or even for the same individual 
over time and in regard to different needs or desires. Also, 
the nature of the rewards sought in the political sphere 
(which presumably motivate participation) may not be 
lR. L. Curry and L. L. Wade, A Theory of Political 
Exchange (New York: Prentice-Hall, 1966), pp. 5-6. 
2George Homans, Social Behavior: Its Elementary Forms 
(New York: Harcourt, Brace & World, 1969). 
3Stanley Renshon, op. cit., p. 21ff. 
1 
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compatible, e.g., one person may want to increase his 
political power or prestige, another may want to have more 
money allocated to conservation programs, and a third person 
may want to begin a third major political party. As Renshon 
says, 
In short, people appear to participate in 
politics for a variety of reasons, each of 
which might be subsumed under the concept of 
reward. Yet, assembling these varied motives 
under the reward rubric does not extend our 
understanding of political participation. 
The level of generality that would place these 
motives together                     in our view, 
important                           relevant to the under-
standing of the motivation to participate and 
the selection of participation modes. 1 
Yet, the concept of utility is important for it is 
clear that political participation is engaged in so that 
    reward may be obtained. This reward, while varying 
in intrinsic material composition may be seen in psycho-
logical terms as something non-material but eagerly sought 
by the human being for the sake of increasing his self-
esteem. Utility in this sense may be viewed in terms of 
the means: used to obtain a particular end, whether this end 
be a material or non-material thing. The writer proposes 
that this assumption is in keeping with the subject of 
this study, i.e., political participation, which is itself 
a means of obtaining a desire or need. Utility will in 
our thinking be defined in terms of a sense of control 
lIbid., p. 23. 
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over the political process and the major responsibility of 
that process, i.e., the authoritative allocation of values. 
-This -'-' feeling-o-fcon-t-:I'ol "wi-II -be defined in Chapter III 
under the heading "internal-external locus of control." 
We will in that chapter also provide the rationale for using 
the concept of "a need for control" as our measure of 
utility in the political participation process and as a 
motivational variable in itself. 
While a need for personal control may exist in all 
individuals, how can we connect this to the participatory 
process in the political sphere? We must first of all 
consider the question of whether a person believes that 
the political system is "controllable." Does the individual 
believe that control over decision making is potentially 
within the realm of any citizen's power or does he believe 
that whatever the ordinary citizen wants will be subject 
to a pre-existing set of forces, institutions and actors? 
In fact, this question is actually a refinement in the 
concept of personal control ("internal-external locus of 
control"), a refinement which will be discussed in Chapter 
III under the heading "individual versus system blame." 
At this point, we wish only to introduce this as a dimension 
of the larger question of whether an individual's partici-
pation in the political process can act to satisfy his need 
for personal control. 
9 
Another aspect of this question concerns the importance 
of the political system to the individual. Does the individual 
believe that the political system has an effect on matters 
of importance to him? If not, then it is a moot question 
as to whether he can fulfill his need for personal control 
via political participation. It would be an empty victory 
to gain control over an issue or area that one does not 
consider relevant to one's life circumstances. This question 
of "political salience" will therefore be assessed as a 
conditional variable in this study. The questions that 
will be asked regarding political salience will attempt to 
distinguish the salience of the federal and local govern-
ments to the subject. The questions appear as Appendix A. 
Returning now to the traditional explanations of 
political participation, we note the ubiquity of the con-
cept of political efficacy. The concept has been defined 
by Easton and Dennis as "a disposition towards politics, 
a feeling of effectiveness and capacity in the political 
sphere."l Campbell, Gurin and Miller,2 whose political 
efficacy scale will be used in this study to measure the 
dimension (Appendix B) in question, define it as "the 
feeling that individual political action does have or can 
lD. Easton and J. Dennis, "The Child's Acquisition 
of Regime Norms: Political Efficacy," The American 
Political Science Review, 61, 1967, p. 25. 
2A• Campbell, et aI, The voter Decides, p. 187. 
p. 187. 
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have an impact upon the political process--that is, that 
it is worthwhile to perform one's civic duties. 1I It is 
suggested that political efficacy as an attitude may make 
participation more likely. Renshon goes further, believing 
it to be a motivation for political participation. 1 
The literature supports the connection between 
political efficacy and participation, as a facilitating if 
not a motivating force. In studies of voting, Barber has 
noted that IIthere is good evidence that a sense of political 
efficacy •.. encourages voting participation in the United 
States,1I2 while Campbell, et a1 state that "the rate of 
voting turnout was found to increase uniformly with the 
strength of an individual's sense of political efficacy.1I3 
Bere1son,4 Almond and Verba,S and Dah1,6 have confirmed 
this linkage of political efficacy and participation in 
separate studies. The political efficacy scale developed 
IS. Renshon, OPe cit. 
2James Barber, Citizen Politics (Chicago: Markham, 
1969), p. 139. 
3Campbe11, et a1, OPe cit., p. 194. 
4Bernard Bere1son,       a1, Voting (Chicago: University 
of Chicago Press, 1954), quoted by Renshon, OPe cit., p. 32n. 
5Gabriel Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic Culture 
(Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1963), Chap. 
6, quoted by Renshon, Ibid., p. 32 n. 
6Robert Dahl, Who Governs? (New Haven, Conn.: Yale 
University Press, 1961), quoted by Renshon, Ibid., p. 32 n. 
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by Campbell and his associates has been utilized extensively 
in measuring this variable. It is undoubtedly an important 
attitudinal measure of a person's feeling of confidence in 
his ability to participate with some degree of effectiveness 
in the political process. The major drawback of the measure, 
however, relates to its almost                     focus on the voting 
process and because of this,               perhaps more uncon-
ventional modes of participation, may not be as highly 
correlated to this measure. It is in part for this reason 
that we will supplement the use of the political efficacy 
scale with the political saliency questions (Appendix A) 
and with a scale of individual versus system blame (see 
above and Chapter III). 
The third conventional explanation of political 
participation concerns the attitude toward or belief in 
one's civic duty--i.e., people participate because they 
feel they should. However, studies by Levensonl have found 
that civic obligation in and of itself was only slightly 
related to political activity. It may be that this study, 
dealing as it does with high school seniors and their 
parents, focuses on a group which has not as yet had the 
opportunity to vote and thus may not as yet have internalized 
the normative code of conduct in question. Yet, the 
1G• Levinson, "The Behavioral Relevance of the 
Obligation to Participate," paper presented to the American 
Political science Association meeting, Chicago, 1971, p. 22, 
quoted by Renshon, Ibid., p. 25. 
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internalization of normative civic duty may itself be 
depenqent on person"a1i ty factors that have little to do 
with-one"'s ac-tu"a"l hi"story of political involvement. -One's 
relation to authority and thus to "rules being imposed from 
above" may just as well explain the seeming insignificance 
of the civic duty profile to political participation in 
e.g., Levinson's study. 
Since in this study we will be questioning social 
workers with a wide variety of politjcal, socio-economic, 
and psychological backgrounds on the question of political 
participation and since we will be dividing the participation 
variable into a number of dimensions, it might be interesting 
to observe the role of a normative attitude like civic duty 
in assessing the results. It may be that individuals with 
different ethnic backgrounds, for example, adhere to the 
norm of civic duty differently and that some of these 
individuals may tend to channel their participatory efforts 
differently on that basis. For these reasons, the civic 
duty scale will be administered to subjects as a part of 
the test battery (see Appendix C). 
Thus, we have put forth some of our reasons for 
utilizing three attitudinal scales (Political Saliency, 
Political Efficacy, and Civic Dutv) that will be assessed 
in terms of oolitical oarticioation. 
A fourth attitude measure concerns the individual's 
belief in the citizen's abi1itv to influence the decision-
13 
makinq process. a measure which has been discussed brief1v 
above as "individual versus svstem blame." We will expound 
on this attitude as a dimension of the personal control 
variable in Chapter III. 
At this time. it is necessarv to put before the 
reader the concept of political participation that will be 
used in this study as our dependent variable. Since we 
consider the process of political participation to be 
multi-dimensional in nature, three scales will be used to 
assess the behavioral qualities of the participation process. 
Each scale will tap different, or at least distinguishable 
aspects of the variable and will serve as the behavioral 
complement to our attitude measures. 
B. Behavioral Referents 
The first scale is one developed by Woodward and 
Roper. 1 It taps the general dimension of political 
participation and has been used extensively in studies of 
the process since it was first introduced in 1950. The 
Woodward-Roper "Political Participation Index" includes 
five dimensions: voting; membership in pressure groups; 
personal communication with legislators; political party 
activity; and "engaging in habitual dissemination of 
lJu1ian Woodward and Elmo Roper, "Political Activity 
of American Citizens," American Political Science Review 
( 1950), vo 1. 44. 
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political opinions through word-of-mouth communications to 
            citizens. 1I The Index was originally used in a 
national -s-tud-y 0·f8,-0-0.0-. It "has _been                  ___ to         dis-
criminating and because it does not tap personality 
sensitive areas, it is assumed that this measure of 
reported behavior is a close approximation of scores that 
would be gained should the individuals be observed 
directly. 111 The version of the Index to be used in the 
present study is taken from Knutson's work on participation 
and personality, cited in the last footnote. It appears 
as Appendix D. 
The Woodward-Roper Index has two major pitfalls which 
we shall attempt to remedy with the use of two additional 
behaviorally-oriented indices of political participation. 
The first pitfall of the Index is the exclusion of 
extra-legitimate means and techniques of political partici-
pation. With the wide spread involvement in demonstrations, 
sit-imand violent confrontations that this nation witnessed 
in the 1960s and with the attention that these methods drew 
from the mass media and thus, from the public at large, it 
seems essential to include these unconventional partici-
patory modes in our_survey. The rationale for this is made 
even stronger by the fact that our study will concern itself 
with social work graduate students who, as part of the 
lJeanne Knutson, The Human Basis of the Polity (New 
York: Aldine-Atherton, Inc., 1972), p. 171. 
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larger university polity, are exposed to and serve as leaders 
for the introduction and utilization of these unconventional 
participatory modes. So as to include the latter in the 
survey of political participation, we shall include Renshon's 
political participation Index 1 which appears as Appendix E. 
The second problem with the Woodward-Roper Index, and 
this applies also to the Renshon Index, is its focus on 
only general dimensions of the participation variable (these 
dimensions are listed in the text, above). While the use of 
the Renshon Index adds politically radical participatory modes 
to the Woodward-Roper Dimensions, both indices fail to be 
specific enough within the dimensions surveyed. Thus, both 
indices inform us on the question of whether subjects engaged 
in party activity but do not specify the nature of that 
activity. This lack of specificity could eliminate potentially 
useful and discriminatory sub-categories of political partici-
pation by including them under a general rubric. It will 
also prevent us from being able to correlate our personality 
variable (internal-external locus of control) with a specific 
participatory mode. The ability to do this would lend a 
greater precision to our understanding of why particular 
individuals engage in specific political activities at a 
particular time and within a specific socio-political context. 
In order to attempt to include more specific dimensions 
in the measure of political participation, we shall adapt 
lStanley Renshon, OPe cit., Appendix D, p. 275. 
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for our purposes a scale of political participation developed 
by Nie and Verba. l (See Appendix F). What follows is a 
                        of this scale and the minor changes that will be 
made in it so that it can be used with our specific survey 
population. It may be useful to go about this description 
by pointing out the dimensions, modes and orientations which 
apply to the scale. 
First, the specific acts that individuals engage in 
under the general heading of participation may be listed 
under the following categories or dimensions: 
1. The type of influence exerted - this dimension 
includes the communication of information to political 
leaders and the application of pressure on political leaders 
to conform to specific citizen preferences. 
2. The scope of the desired outcome - this dimension 
takes up the issue of whether the desired outcome of 
political participation will effect the citizenry collec-
tivity, e.g., the outcome of an election or tax reform bill, 
and/or whether the outcome will have a narrower scope, 
e.g., granting a license to an individual or exempting an 
individual from military service. 
3. The conflict dimension - this dimension considers 
the extent to which participatory activity involves con-
flict with others. Is, for example, the desired outcome 
beneficial to the interests of one group and detrimental to 
lNie and Verba, OPe cit., pp. 6-22. 
, 
I 
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the interests of another? Without implying that all 
participatory acts are "zero-sum" conflicts we may see that 
this dimension is related to the dimension of the scope of 
the potential outcome. As Nie and Verba put it: "the wider 
the impact of the outcome, the more likely it is that there 
will be opposing groups active in relation to it."l Also, 
some participatory acts involve no opposing group since the 
desired outcome may be mobilization of apathetic citizens, 
mobilization of resources, attempts to move inert insti-
tutions to action on some issue within their sphere of 
responsibility, etc. 
4. Initiative required - this dimension involves the 
difficulty of the act of participation, Le., "the amount 
of time and effort needed by the individual in choosing when 
to act and how to act.,,2 
These four dimensions distinguish among a variety of 
modes or ways of participating politically. Again, we 
follow Nie and Verba's model. 
1. Voting is a mode of political participation that 
conveys little if any specific information about citizen 
preferences. It's effect or scope is broad and the degree 
of pressure put en political leaders is high. Voting 
involves the citizen in conflict, though not direct confron-
tation, and the degree of initiative required is relatively 
low. 
lIbid., p. 9. 
2 Ibid., p. 9. 
2. Campaign activity is a second mode of political 
partrcipation. The ·citizen can increase the amount of 
18 
                    put       a                                          _            __                       exerted 
through voting. More information about preferences may also 
be related to the leader "because campaign activists are a 
more clearly identifable group with whom candidates may be 
in close contact. "I Like voting, campaign acti vi ties 
produce collective outcomes and involve the citizen in 
conflictual situations. Also, they require more initiative 
than voting. 
3. Citizen-initiated contacts is the first of the 
modes of particpation that moves beyond the electoral process. 
In this mode of activity, the citizen acts alone and 
determines the timing, substance, and target of the act 
of participation. In terms of the scope of the desired 
outcome, only citizen-initiated contacts "can reasonably 
be expected to result in a" particularized benefit. 112 This 
mode of activity communicates extensive                               about 
preferences "but it probably exerts little pressure, corning 
as it does from a single citizen .•• On the conflict dimension, 
we assume that such contacts do not usually involve direct 
conflict with other citizens." 3 Finally, the degree of 
lIbid. , p. 10. 
2Ibid • , p. 10. 
3Ibid. , p. 10. 
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initiative required is high since the citizen chooses 
when to participate, the subject matter of his communication 
and the particular political actor that will be approached. 
4. Cooperative activity involves group or organi-
zational activity to deal with social and political issues. 
Cooperative activity is significant because it can combine 
information about citizen preferences (since citizens corne 
together to work on a particular issue) with pressure (since 
leaders are more likely to respond to a number of citizens 
than to a lone contractor).l cooperative activity is likely 
to be relevant to outcome of a somewhat collective nature, 
though the interests of a particular group rather than the 
entire citizanry will probably be involved. The degree of 
conflict involved probably falls between the high level of 
conflict involved in elections and campaign activity and 
the low degree of conflict involved in citizen-initiated 
contacts. The degree of initiative required in cooperative 
activity will vary with the individual's specific role in 
the activity, e.g., is he a relatively inactive member or a 
leader and organizer for the group. 
The several modes of praticipation explicated above 
differ significantly in how they allow citizens to influence 
the government (what kind of influence is exerted and over 
what scope of outcome), in the extent to which they involve 
the citizen in conflict, and in the amount of initiative 
lIbid., p. 11. 
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          require."l Table 1, which is replicated from the Nie 
and Verba study we have been citing, summarizes the modes 
--- -- -- -and dimensions __ o_u_tlb',,--ed abov_e • ___ In                       ci                    __ 
initiated contacts are broken down into those aimed at 
iafluencing a broad social issue and those aimed at 
obtaining some particularized benefit. "We do this because 
these two types of citizen contacting differ siqnificantlv 
in scope of outcome and ••• empirically as well. .. 2 
Summarizing, Nie and Verba say the following about the 
validity of their categorization: 
Data about participation indicate that the 
modes form identifiable clusters of political 
acts, different kinds of citizen take part 
in these different modes, the process by which 
one comes to be active differs from one type 
of participation to another, and different modes 
of activity have different consequences. 3 (may emphasis) 
In order to validate the distinctiveness of the four 
modes of participation, Nie and Verba have examined the 
empirical relationships among political acts falling within 
each of the various modes. 
lIbido , p. 12. 
2Ibid • , p. 2. 
3Ibid. , p. 12. 
Mode 
of 
Activity 
Campaign 
activity 
Coopera-
tive 
activity 
Voting 
Contacting 
officials 
on social 
issues 
Contacting 
officials 
on personal 
matters 
TABLE 1 
THE DIMENSIONS AND MODES OF 
POLITICAL ACTIVITY 
Type of Scope of 
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Presence Initiative 
Influence Outcome Of Conflict ReS[uired 
High pressure, Col- Conflictual Some 
low to high lective 
informa tion 
Low to high Col- Maybe yes, Some or 
pressure, lective usually no a lot high infor-
mation 
High Col- Conflictual Little pressure lective 
low 
information 
Low pressure Col- Usually non- A lot 
high in for- lective conflictual mation 
Low pressure, Particular Nonconflic- A lot high infor- tual 
mation 
The dimensions and modes of political activity are 
outlined in Table I, taken from the Nie and Verba study. 
This table points to the multi-dimensional nature of 
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participation, differentiating the modes of political 
activity in terms of how a particular mode allows citizens 
to influence the government (what kind of influence is 
exerted and over what scope of outcome), the extent to 
which the mode involves the citizen, and the amount of 
initiative required to operate within the specific mode. 
Nie and Verba indicate that their data demonstrate that 
the modes form identifiable clusters of political acts, 
that different kinds of citizens take part in these 
different modes, that the process by which one comes to 
be active differs from one type of participation to 
another and that different modes of activity have 
different consequences. 
In a six-nation study' utilizing these modes of 
participation, Nie and Verba were able to identify a group 
of specific political activities that were assumed to 
represent examples of activity within the various modes. 
A factor analysis of these specific political acts pro-
duced a structure strikingly similar in six different 
nations. (Figure 1).1 
lIbidO., pp. 13-17. 
FIGURE I 
MATRIX OF PARTICIPATION VARIABLES IN SIX COUNTRIES 
r-'odcs of Participation 
Variable 
Campaign 
Activity 
Campaign Acts 
1. Persuade others how to vote 
2. Actively work for a party 
3. Attend political meetings 
4. Contribute money to a party 
5. Membership in political clubs 
Voting Acts 
a 
i J 
A i J 
A i 
A I J 
6. Vote regularly in national elections 
7. Voted in 1976 presidential election+ 
8. Voted in 1972 presidential election+ 
9. Frequency of local vote 
Communal Acts 
10. Work with others on local problem 
u ne 
U Ne* 
U Ne 
U Ne 
U Ne 
11. Form a group to work on local problems 
Voting 
    I J Ni 
    I Ni 
12. Active membership ill comDlunity problem-solving organization 
13. Contact local official with others 
14. Contract extralocal official with others 
15. Contact local official on social matter 
16. Contact extralocal official on social matter 
Particularized Contacts 
17. Contact local official on particularized problem 
"18. Contact extra local official on a social matter 
U 
U 
U Ne 
la 
1\ 
a 
A 
A 
I 1 
i 
i 
i 
I 
Communal 
Activity 
J Ni U 
J Ni U 
J u 
ni 
J ni**u 
j ni**u 
ne 
nc 
ne 
Ne 
Ne 
Particularized 
Contacting 
Note: The letters refer to the six nations for which data are rcpot"tcll:                   India. i!<lp;-lIl, 
Nigeria, the United States, and Netherlanus 
Eapital letter means loading of :05 or greater on                   factor 
Small letter means loading of .40-.65 on expected factor 
*1:1 the Netherlands the activity involves displaying or                               campaign leaflets or posters 
**In Niqeria these two items formed a separate factor, there having been no compaign activity measures. 
"to.,) 
IN 
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Thus, having distinguished four modes of participation 
and             distinctiveness from one another, we will utilize 
-Ni-e- -and Verba's -list-o·fpo:l-it·ical -a·ct·ivi·t-ie·s under-each-
mode as a major component of our dependent variable. We 
will also utilize Renshon's Index of Political Partici-
pation so as to include in our dependent variable -- Political 
Participation -- a measure which relates to non-conventional 
modes of political participation. Woodward and Roper's 
Political Participation scale will also be used. The latter 
scale will serve as a check on Nie and Verba's listing of 
specific acts under particular modes of participation. 
Thus, if a respondent does not indicate that he has engaged 
in any of Nie and Verba's specific acts of, e.g., campaign 
activity, but does indicate that he has engaged in general 
campaign activity (on the Woodward and Roper Scale) we 
will have evidence for the need to expand Nie and Verbals 
list of specific political acts. (Nie and Verbals Figure 1, 
presented above, will constitute Appendix F of this study.) 
In this section we have outlined the behavioral scales 
or indices that will be used in this study to operationalize 
our dependent variable-political participation. Also out-
lined were several attitudinal measures that have in other 
studies proved to be highly correlated with the level of 
political participation--political efficacy and civic duty.l 
lJeanne Knutson, OPe cit. 
In order to place these measures in a context that would 
ensure their relevance to the respondent we have also 
included a measure of political salience. 
In the next chapter we will introduce the independent 
/ 
variable -- internal vs. external locus of control. It 
should be noted here that we will be interested in the 
correlation of our independent and dependent variables 
under varying conditions (of political efficacy, etc.). 
This effort at correlation" will not establish the flow or 
direction of causality. Yet, the fact that relation may 
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exist between the variables (as established by their inter-
correlation) may provide the worker with a clue as to what 
types of intervention strategies would be most effective 
in achieving a particular objective. The intervention 
could, according to this formulation, begin with the 
independent variable (locus of control) in an attempt to 
achieve some change in the dependent variable (type of 
political participation), or visa versa. The fact that a 
correlation between the variables exists gives the worker 
some idea as to what factors, among the many otherwise 
possible, might be most useful to manipulate in order to 
achieve some goal. 
INTERNAL VERSUS EXTERNAL LOCUS OF CONTROL 
A. THE DIMENSION OF PERSONAL 
CONTROL IN PSYCHOLOGY 
Before reviewing the literature in the area of 
internal vs. external (I-E) locus of control, it is 
necessary to state exp1icite1y that a need for personal 
"control over the forces and experiences that impact upon 
and shape our lives"l exists and, furthermore, that it 
represents a motivational variable of interest to us. 
Whatever the degree of need for personal control (and this 
will vary among individuals), it is suggested here that 
"certain observable psychological and behavioral conse-
quences would follow from its frustration."2 
Renshon, in his review of the psychological literature, 
has gone far in pointing out the existence of a need for 
personal control in a variety of psychological t'lorks. The 
following paragraphs are a summary of his review. 3 
1Stan1ey Renshon,     cit., p. 43. 
2I bid., p. 43. 
3Ibid ., pp. 45-58; cf. also, Robert White, "Motivation 
Reconsidered: The Concept of Competence," Psychological 
Review, 66, 1959, pp. 297-333. 
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In terms of animal studies: rats and monkeys have 
demonstrated a tendency to explore novel environments even 
after their hunger and thirst motives for doing so have been 
satisfied. Indeed, the opportunity to effect a stimulus 
change in the environment has served as a reinforcing agent, 
as Zimbardo and Miller have made clear. Similarly, Harlow's 
experiments with rhesesmonkeys demonstrate that the monkeys 
exhibit a "manipulatory drive," where the monkey's attempts 
to solve puzzles               in and of itself as a source of 
intrinsic motivation. l These studies, among others, seem 
to support the hypothesis that animals display a drive 
similar to the need for personal control in the human 
animal. 
Turning next to psychoanalytic theory, Renshon 
discusses briefly the work of Freud. He gives Freud's 
famous example of the child who seeks to control or master 
through play the anxiety provoked by temporary absence of 
the mother, the aim of which is to reduce the anxiety-
tension that is provoked by object loss. More recent 
explanations offered by ego psychologists might supplement 
the drive-reduction explanation by an explanation based on 
the ego's need for "efficacy," its need to be able to 
exercise its various functions competently in relation to 
lH.F. Harlow, et al., "Learning Motivated By a 
Manipula'l;ion Drive," Journal of Experimental Psychology, 
40, 1950, pp. 228-234. 
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the environment. In either case, we note the existence of 
a           for control, whether that need is viewed as a 
"cempensatory.. device, a                                             9_f_ the                             ,!S a 
primary drive. The need for personal control may be seen 
also in Horney's concept of basic anxiety, where the need 
is expressed in terms of overcoming feelings of isolation 
and "helplessness provoked by a potentially hostile world 
of oveLdominating parents, erratic parental behavior or 
too little responsibility having been assumed by the 
child's caretakers. 1 
In the area of developmental psychology, Renshon 
cites Piaget's remarkable contribution concerning the 
infant's motility as highly suggestive about a need for 
personal control: "Piaget has noted that as early as 
the fourth month, the play of his children centered on 
a result produced in the external environment ••• redis-
covering the movement which by chance exercised an 
advantageous action upon things ••• by the end of nine 
months, Piaget noted that the presentation of a new 
stimuli elicits four types of responses: (1) visual 
exploration, (2) tactile exploration, (3) slow movement 
of the object in space, and (4) use of the child's repertory 
of action upon the object, each in turn (being observed by 
the child) with a sort of prudence, as though studying the 
1The psychoanalytic citations appear in S. Renshon, 
OPe cit., pp. 48-53. 
effect produced.""i The child thus appears to be 
systematically testing his impact on the world and 
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experiencing some intrinsic reward for being the locus of 
causality. 
Finally, Renshon turns to the work of the humanistic-
existential school, whose major representatives include 
Maslow, Rogers, Goldstein and Angya1. In the work of these 
theorists, the desire for self-fulfillment or se1f-actua1i-
zation is seen as a major motivational force and this "third 
force" is closely aligned with our need for control variable. 
As Angya1 puts it: 
The human being "has a characteristic tendency 
towards self-determination, that is, a tendency 
to resist external influences and to subordinate 
the heteronomous forces of the physical and social 
environment to its own sphere of inf1uence. 2 
Without going any further, we may note the importance 
of the concept of a need for personal control in various 
psychological schools. "The evidence appears strong that 
there is within each of us a need to exert some amount of 
control over relevant aspects of our 1ife-space.,,3 As 
pointed out in the last chapter, a measure of political 
salience will be used to assess the relevance of the 
1Ibid., pp. 54-55. 
2A. Angya1, Foundations For A Science of Personality 
(New York: Commonwealth Fund, 1941), p. 39. 
35 • Renshon, OPe cit., p. 58. 
political sphere to our particular subject population. 
The exercise of one's personal control in terms of the 
pol-i-tical-arena .will t_hus _be                             although we will 
not by this procedure be able to assess the comparative 
importance of politics as against some other area of con-
cern to the individual. We will not, for this reason, 
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assume that because politics is relevant to a person that 
he will therefore choose to exercise his personal control 
there rather than in other areas of his life. 
B. INTERNAL VS. EXTERNAL LOCUS OF CONTROL 
Having established that the need for personal control 
is a motivational variable that is utilized by many 
different and otherwise divergent psychological theorists, 
we now require some measure of the need for personal control. 
Such a measure is available in the work of Julian Rotter on 
internal versus external locus of control. 
The large number of studies utilizing this psycho 10g-
ical dimension began in 1966 with the pioneering work of 
Rotter. 1 The latter's work concerns itself with the nature 
of learning processes in different situations and focuses, 
within the context of social learning theory, on the indi-
vidual's perception of reinforcement, reward, or gratifi-
cation. Quoting Rotter, "An event regarded by some persons 
lJ. Rotter, "Generalized Expectancies for Internal 
versus External Control of Reinforcement," Psychological 
Monographs, whole No. 609, Vol. 80, No.1, 1966. 
, 
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as a reward or reinforcement may be differently perceived 
and reacted to by others. One of the determinants of this 
reaction is the degree to which the individual perceives 
that the reward follows from, or is contingent upon, his 
own behavior or" attributes versus the degree to which he 
feels the reward is controlled by forces outside of him-
self and may occur independently of his own actions •.• when 
a "reinforcement is perceived by the subject as following 
some action of his own but not being entirely contingent 
upon his action, then, in our culture, it is typically 
perceived as the result of luck, chance, fate, as under 
the control of powerful others, or as unpredictable 
because of the great complexity of the forces surrounding 
him. When the event is interpreted in this way by an 
individual, we have labeled this a belief in external 
control. If the person perceives that the event is 
contingent upon his own behavior or his own relatively 
permanent characteristics, we have termed this a belief 
in internal control."l 
Rotter postulates that the generalized belief or 
expectancy regarding the relationship between one's own 
behavior and its consequences may affect a great variety 
of behavioral choices. For example, he relates his 
internal-external (I-E) dimension to concepts of "alienation" 
lIbid., p. 1. 
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(Robert Merton), and lIautonomyll and "compstence" (Robert 
.1/< White)-, as these concepts are described in sociological 
- -- - -- --                                                                                           ---
The I-E dimension is linked also to McClelland and 
Atkinson's need for achievement variable, the latter being 
a motivational attribute that is positively correlated with 
performance in various learning situations. Though the 
relationship between need for achievement and the I-E 
dimension is probably not linear, it seems probable "that 
people who are high on the need for achievement .•. have 
some belief in their own ability or skill to determine the 
outcome of their efforts."l The I-E locus of control also 
seems related to Witkin's concept of "field dependent" and 
"field independent," this concept referring to whether a 
person derives his cues for judging various situations 
from external or internal sources. From a sociological 
perspective, Riesman's work on inner- and outer-directedness 
may be related to the I-E dimension in several respects, 
but it should be differentiated from it by stating that 
Riesman's concept is based on the degree to which an indi-
vidual is controlled by internal versus external forces, 
whereas the locus of control dimension deals "only with the 
lIbid., p. 3; John Atkinson and Joel Raynor, vi Motivation and Achievement (Halstead Press,             Feather, 
N.T. "Valence of Outcome and Expectation of Success in 
Relation to Task Difficulty and Perceived Locus of Control," 
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology (1967), 7:372-
386. 
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question of whether or not an individual believes that his 
own behavior, skills or internal dispositions determine 
what he receives."l (my emphasis) 
Rotter goes on to say that different kinds of learning 
paradigms will produce different kinds of learning functions 
and that learning under skill versus chance conditions 
should produce different levels of learning, e.g., greater 
or lesser degrees of resistance of extinction; greater or 
lesser degrees of expectancy that similar behavior will be 
rewarded similarly in the future; degree of generalization 
of expectancies of reinforcement from one task to another;2 
etc. Several studies will now be reviewed that have been 
done with the I-E dimension in order to clarify that con-
cept further. 
Several demographic variables are correlated with 
an internal or external locus of control. 3 In several 
studies quoted by                   students in high school seeking 
to go to college were more internal than an unselected 
lJ. Rotter, Ibid., p. 4. 
2w. H. James, "Internal Versus External Control of 
Reinforcement as a basic variable in learning theory," 
Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Ohio State University, 
1957, quoted by Rotter, !E!S., p. 7. 
3T.T. Hsieh, J. Shybiet, and E. J. Lofsof, "Internal 
Versus External Control and Ethnic Group Membership: A 
Cross-Cultural Comparison," Journal of Consulting and 
Clinical Psychology (1969), 33:122-124. 
4J • Rotter, op. 'cit., p. 16. 
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group of high school students. 1 In the Franklin study 
. -' there--ls a significant relationship between higher socio-
--economicc1ass __ and __ in_te_r_naJl:«;Y_ •. _               and Rotter2 found - - .. ---. - ----------- -- - -- -
that among Black and white sixth-grade and eighth-grade 
children there was a· significant social class effect on 
the I-E variable, with lower-class Blacks considerably 
more external than groups of middle-class Blacks or upper-
or lower-class whites. Similar studies utilizing more 
homogeneous populations, e.g., various ethnic groups 
attending the same undergraduate college, did not find 
such clear differences in the I-E variable, thus demon-
strating the importance of considering the social context 
within which the measure is taken. Several studies that 
attempt to relate I-E scale scores (which will be 
discussed in detail later) to political party affiliation 
have produced no significant findings. 3 
Perhaps more relevant to our specific concern is a 
study by Seeman and Evans 4 on the sense of powerlessness 
1R•D• Franklin, "Youth's Expectancies About Internal 
Versus External Control of Reinforcement Related to N 
Variables," Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Purdue 
University, 1963. 
2E.S. Battle and J.B. Rotter, "Children's Feelings 
of Personal Control as Related to Social Class and Ethnic 
Group," Journal of Personality, 1963, 31:182-90. 
3Rotter, OPe cit., p. 18. 
4M. Seeman and J.W. Evans, "Alienation and Learning 
In A Hospital Setting," American Sociological Review, 
1962, 27, 772-783. 
, 
and alienation experienced by tuberculosis patients in a 
hospital setting. In this study, 43 matched pairs of 
white male patients showed that those patients who scored 
as internals "knew more about their own condition, 
questioned doctors and nurses more ••• and expressed less 
satisfaction at the amount of feedback or the information 
they were getting about their condition from hospital 
personnel" than those patients who scored as externals. l 
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Gore and Rotter,2 in a study of Black college students, 
found that those students willing to participate in a 
march on the state capital or to join a freedom riders' 
group were clearly and significantly more internal than 
those willing only to attend a rally or not to make any 
commitment at all. A similar study of Strickland3 
investigating activists in a Negro civil rights movement 
found that the activists were significantly more internal 
on the I-E scale measures. 
lJ. Rotter, OPe cit., p. 20 
2p. Gore and J. Rotter, "A Personality Correlate of 
Social Action," Journal of Personality, 1963, 31:58-64. 
3Bonnie Strickland, "The Prediction of Social Action 
From a Dimension of Internal-External Control," Journal of 
Social Psychology, 1965, 66:353-58. 
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Phares,l in an interesting study of the ability of 
                  .students to successfully change attitudes of other 
students- -reg·a-]';'d-i-ng -ma-i-n-tenanceof .fr.a-terni.ties and 
sororities on campus, found that the internals were sig-
nificantly more effective in changing the attitudes of 
others than were the externals. This finding hints at the 
role of the locus of control in political participation by 
its focus on one important element of the participatory 
process, namely, the ability to persuade others that one's 
political position is of benefit to them. 
The measure has also been applied in societies out-
side of the United States. In a study of workers in 
Sweden, Seeman2 found that membership in unions versus non-
membership, activity within the union, and general knowledge 
of political affiars were all related to internality (as 
measured by a translated version of the I-E scale). 
While the results obtained from these studies may 
point out refinements that need to be made in our definition 
of "internal" and "external" expectancies (e.g., the need 
to define a particular individual's externality as either 
lE.J. Phares (1965) "I-E Control As A Determinant of 
Amount of Social Influence Exerted," Journal of                      
and Social Psychology, 2:642-47; cf. also, Ritchie, E. and 
Phares, E.J., "Attitude Change as a Function of Inter-
External Control and Communication Status,'" Journal of 
Personality, 1969, 37, 429-43. 
2M. Seeman, "Social Learning Theory and The Theory of 
Mass Society," paper read at the annual meeting of American 
Sociological Society, Los Angeles, 1963. 
, 
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an actual external orientation or as a defensive need to 
remove responsibility from himself), the results of the 
quoted studies lend strong and relatively consistent 
support to the hypothesis that a generalized expectacny 
that one can affect the environment through one's own 
behavior -- is present in at least two different cultures, 
can be reliably measured, and is predictive of logical 
behavioral construct referents. 1 
In reviewing four studies indirectly concerning 
persuasion, propaganda, and conformity, Rotter presents 
some conclusions which are of interest to the present 
study: 
The individual who perceives that he does have 
control over what happens to him may conform or 
may go along with suggestions when he chooses to 
and when he is given a conscious alternative. 
However, if such suggestion or attempts at 
manipulation are not to his benefit or if he 
perceives them as subtle attempts to influence 
him without his awareness, he (the internal) 
reacts resistively.2 
Finally, let us return to the Battle and Rotter study 
cited earlier. 3 In that study, it was found that the lower 
SES Negro group, which was more external than either middle-
class Negroes or upper and lower class whites, this lower 
SES Negro group demonstrated a significant relationship 
lRotter, OPe cit. 
2Ibid., p. 24. 
3E.S. Battle and J.B. Rotter, OPe cit. 
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between higher intelligence and externality, a finding 
which contradicts most other I-E locus of control studies 
_                                                            _is                             _          __                              
locus of control). Though based on a small N, the Battle 
and Rotter study may suggest that the perception of 
limited material opportunities and of powerful external 
forces is one variable making for an external attitude. Hl 
This implication is worth considerable study, since it 
points to the important role of opportunity and social 
structure in determining beliefs, motivation, self 
attribution and consequently, individual behavior. 2 
At this point a review of a portion of the literature 
on political participation and an attempt to interpret 
the results of these latter studies in terms of the I-E 
locus of control variable will be presented. Though such 
an interpreation will be limited and necessarily omits 
many important, perhaps crucial variables and their inter-
actions, it may provide some partial insights into the role 
of an individual's personality in his participatory behavior. 
Theseinsights may then be used to generate hypotheses and 
to formulate intervention strategies in the area of indi-
vidual personality change and in the political arena. 
In assessing the issue of political participation, 
it is necessary first to specify the context. Participation, 
in terms of its qualitative and quantitative aspects, differs 
lRotter, OPe cit. 
2Richard Cloward and Lloyd Ohlin, Delinquency and 
Opportunity (Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 1960). 
, 
39 
depending on such factors as the types of issues con-
fronted, the existence of various kinds of political 
structures and institutions, the relation of issues to 
the needs of participants and, among many other variables, 
the capability (skill + motivation) of various individuals 
to act effectively in providing input and authority in the 
policy formulation process. This last factor will be of 
major concern in this study and requires that we place the 
political actors in a context where their needs and 
capacities are either supported or opposed by various 
other actors who have a stake in the outcome of the 
political process. (Note here the importance of the 
conflict dimension in political participation posited by 
Nye and Verba and summarized in Chapter II of this study.) 
While the political system itself has been defined 
as the legitimate allocator of authoritative va1ues1 in a 
society, the system has obtained this function by maintain-
ing other, complementary functions. Sanders2 outlines 
several of these complementary functions. He lists, for 
example, the provision of services to constituents, commual 
decision making procedures, the exercise of social control, 
conflict management, and the allocation of power. 3 The 
lDavid Easton, A Framework For Political Analysis, 
OPe cit. 
2I • Sanders, The Community: An Introduction To A 
Socia"l System, 2nd edition C.Ronald Press, 1966). 
3Edward Banfield and James Q. Wilson, City Politics, 
C.Washington, D.C.: Howard University Press, 1965). 
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manner in which government exercises these functions, e.g., 
pr6vision of services to constituents, will often directly 
influence the degree to which constituents will feel 
                    in different types of political participation. 
For example, will the welfare client who depends on govern-
ment allocation of money feel as free to voice political 
views as the middle- or upper-income constituent? This 
will depend on the level of motivation and skills of the 
specific population, on the manifest and latent guidelines 
determining eligibility for welfare assistance that exist 
in a particular political system, and on the quality and 
quantity of other types of demands being made on the 
political system in question. These issues are relevant 
to the community organizer, the policy-maker and planner, 
the politician, ahd the administrator, for they will 
determine the values and the goals of policy, the issues 
that are considered,l the. types of populations that will 
be effected and the actual acceptance and consequent ability 
to implement a particular policy objective within a specific 
political and social context. These contexts include 
voluntary associations, primary group units, social move-
ments, politically oriented groups, and client organi-
zations. 2 Within each, we may distinguish between various 
IC.M. Richtman, "Some Interpersonal Correlates of 
Organizational Rank," Journal of Applied Psychology, 1970, 
54:77-80. 
2Jack Rothman, Planning and Organizing For Social 
Change (New York: Columbia University Press, 1974), 
pp. 282-283. 
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types of political participation, including expressive 
and instrumental behavior, public and private auspices 
and remunerative and nonremunerative motives. l In each 
case we may view participation as the result of inter-
actions between an individual's personality and socio-
political structures. A holistic approach is required 
for an accurate and realistic appraisal of the participatory 
process, and it is essential to such a realistic appraisal 
that the process be portrayed as a dynamic rather than 
static affair. For example, participation in a voluntary 
association has been found to vary with an individual's 
occupation2 and within occupational groups, with an indi-
vidual's ethnic c1ass. 3 Participation rates have also 
been found to vary with age,4 opportunity, motivation, 
. 1Ibid.;               Gordon and N. Babchuk, "A Typology of 
Voluntary Associations," American Sociological Review, 24, 
No.2 (February 1959), 22-29. 
2W. Faunce and D. McClelland, "Professiona1ization 
and Stratification Patterns in an Industrial Conununity," 
American Journal of Sociology, 27, No.4 (January 1967), 
341-50; R. Hagedorn and S. Rabovitz, "An Analysis of Com-
munity and Professional Participation Among Occupations," 
Social Forces, 45, No.4 (June 1967), 483-91. 
3Char1es Bonjean, "Mass,C1ass, and the Industrial 
Community: A Comparative Analysis of Managers, Businessmen, 
and Workers," American Journal of Sociology, 72, No.2 
(September 1966),149-62; A. Seals and J. Kolaja, "A Study 
of Negro Voluntary Organizations in Lexington, Kentucky," 
Phy1on, 25, No.1 (Spring 1964), 27-31. 
4M• Babchuk and A. Booth, "Voluntary Association 
Membership: A Longitudinal Analysis," American Sociological 
Review, 34, No.1 (February 1969), 31-45. 
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and capacity,l the latter factors being themselves 
associated. Levels and types of participation have also 
--- -·been- faund --to -be.                                                       philosophy of ------- . -- - "-- - .- --.    
political liberalism,2 and with family structure. 3 
Etiologically, socialization of attitudes affecting 
participation has been shown to be acquired early in life. 
For example, children of eight years of age have displayed 
differences in their sense of political efficacy,4 a factor 
which seems to effect political participation. 
Let us now focus on some more specific findings in 
the political participation literature and speculate on 
the possible effects of our independent variable, I-E 
locus of control, on these findings. 
The study to be reviewed concerns the area of voting 
behavior, which has been an important and ubiquitous sub-
ject for investigation in the political science literature. 
1S. Spiro, "Effects of Neighborhood Characteristics 
on Participation in Voluntary Associations," Ph.D. 
Dissertation, University of Michigan, 1967. 
2R• Flacks, "The Liberated Generation: An Exploration 
of the Roots of Student Protest," Journal of Social Issues, 
23, No.3 (July 1967) 52-75; F. Solomon and J. Fishman, 
;'Youth and Social Action: Action and Identity Formation 
in the First Student Sin-In Demonstration," Journal of 
Social Issues, 20, No.2 (April 1964), 36-46. 
3D. Juras, et a1., "The Malevolent Leader: Political 
Socialization in an American Subculture," American 
Political Science Review, 62, No.4 (January 1966),184-97. 
4D. Easton and J. Dennis, "The Child's Acquisition 
of Regime Norms: Political Efficacy," American Political 
Science Review, 61, No.1 (March 1967), 25-39. 
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In an analysis of voting patterns of Italians in New 
Haven, wo1finger1 found that ethnic voting increased among 
Catholics as they acquired middle-class status. This 
. finding contradicted the traditional "assimilation theory" 
which "hypothesizes that ethnic voting is strongest during 
the                   period of residence of the group and declines 
as the group members leave the working c1ass ••• "2 Wolfinger 
formulated a "mobilization theory" of ethnic voting to 
explain the actual results of his study, hypothesizing that 
"middle-class status is a virtual prerequisite for candidacy 
for major office; an ethnic group's development of suffi-
cient political skill and influence to secure such a 
nomination also requires the development of middle class 
attributes such as education and political sophistication. 
Therefore, ethnic voting will increase when the ethnic 
group has procuced a middle c1ass."3 Wo1finger's "mob1i-
zation theory" provides the framework for an explanation 
of his results. It does not, in my opinion, go far enough. 
For example, the attempts of various ethnic groups, 
including Jews, Blacks, and Puerto Ricans to see themselves 
as "Americans," to assimilate, and then at another time in 
1R. Wolfinger, "The Development and Persistence of 
Ethnic Voting," American Political Science Review, 59, 
No.4 (December 1965), 898-903. 
2Rothman, OPe cit., p. 312. 
3R• Wolfinger, OPe cit., p. 905. 
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their history, to uphold as sacrosanct their allegiances 
to their own ethnic group contradicts the mobilization 
" -- hypotheses by"-pr-oviding -ari"- example of-etnnt-c--p-o-1-itics--not -
motivated by change in economic status. 
voting patterns as well as activities ranging from 
attendance at religious gatherings to the foods one eats 
are surely affected by historical shifts that seem to be 
more related to patterns of identification with one's 
ethnic "family" than to the narrower focus of the economic 
and social status of the ethnic group within a society. 
Socio-economic status may serve to precipitate identifi-
cation, to serve as a framework encouraging mobilization 
of one's political and social leanings, but the factor of 
identification, however it is mobilized, seems to be the 
prerequisite for, among other things, voting along ethnic 
lines. We need only note the political allegiance of 
Blacks to the Black movement in the 1960s and 1970s to 
illustrate this hypothesis. The fact that in Wo1finger's 
study, ethnic voting is accounted for by listing as its 
prerequisites political skill and influence, etc., speaks 
in favor of the identification hypothesis which the author 
has put forward. In this context, the political skill, 
influence, and incumbancy of a particular ethnic group 
representative serves as an example to other members of 
that ethnic group that "someone like me" can achi·eve a 
particular station in life and can control the variety of 
forces necessary to achieve that station in life. This 
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identification is therefore based on an increasing sense 
of what has been defined earlier as an internal locus of 
control. The statement "he is like me and he has succeeded, 
therefore, so can I" represents the motivating factor for 
identification and consequent voting behavior that is 
based on that identification. This formulation is 
applicable also to decreases in ethnic voting which occur 
with suburbanization. In the latter case, Wolfinger's 
mobilization hypothesis may not succeed in explaining 
the decrease in ethnic voting patterns. The identification 
hypothesis presented above would explain such a decrease 
in ethnic voting by positing a shift in patterns of 
identification, where the basis for attribution of internal 
locus of control has shifted onto a variable other than 
ethnicity or social class. 
Returning to the example of Black support for the 
Black movement in the 196"Os and 1970s which was used              
we may speculate that the very participation of Blacks in 
that movement served to increase their internal locus of 
control. This speculation reverses the order of causality 
put fourth above. Whereas we attempted to explain ethnic 
voting (a form of participation) by positing an increase 
in internal locus of control, here we utilize as the 
independent variable, social-political participation and, 
as the dependent variable, internal locus of control. 
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a study by Levens1 which refers to a concept similar to 
interna\ locus of                               the absence of feelings 
--- of-powerleS'snes-s-- -o'r-alien-ati-on--t-he' hy-pe·t;;-hes-i--zed -·causa1 
relationship seems to be upheld. In her study, Levens 
found that participation in social movements was inversely 
related to powerlessness and that participation seemed to 
reduce feelings of powerlessness. 
This two-way causality has important implications 
for intervention stragegies and tactics. What we must 
be clear about in formulating our intervention strategies 
is what result we have in mind and some of the character-
istic attributes of that result. The means we choose to 
use in achieving the result can then be tailored to the 
    specific context within which we operate, to the 
feasibility of achieving the result desired on the basis 
of a rational consideration of the existing conditions. 
The "existing conditions" should include the positive, 
neutral and constraining forces to change, including 
organizational, community, and personality factors which 
are relevant to our objective. 2 It is with this general 
approach in mind that the present dissertation is concerned 
when we attempt to correlate individual personality 
1H. Levens, "Organizational Affiliation and Powerless-
ness: A Case Suty of the Welfare Poor." Social Problems, 
16, No.1 (Summer 1968), 18-32. 
2Leon Anisfe1d, "Organizational and Interpersonal 
Aspects of In-Service Training," Administration in Social 
Work, 1978, 2:2. 
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attributes with political participation. In the chapter 
presenting the results of the present study, the discussion 
of Wolfinger's study presented above, will form the basis 
for an explanation of some of the data. 
c. INDIVIDUAL VS. SYSTEM BLAME 
In reviewing the literature on the internal-external 
control dimension there were several studies which contested 
the validity of the measure. In a 1970 study by Thomas! 
for example, the author holds that internality on the 
Rotter scale is a function of ideological bias, that 
internality is based in the Rotter scale on a conservative 
political stance. 
In a second study by Sanger and Alker2 the question 
of whether the control dimension can be conceived of 
unidimensionally is answered in the negative. Basing their 
work on an earlier study by Gurin and her co-workers,3 
Sanger and Alker differentiate a person's belief in 
personal control from belief about whether political and 
cultural institutions are able to be changed. The latter 
belief system corresponds to the reality of the insti-
!L.E. Thomas, "The I-E Scale, Ideological Bias, and 
Political Participation," Journal of Personality, 1970, 
38:273-86. 
2Susan Sanger and H. Alker, "Dimensions of Internal-
External Locus of Control and the Women's Liberation 
Movement," Journal of Social Issues, Vol. 28, No.4, 1972, 
pp. 115-129. 
3p. Gurin, G. Gurin, R. Lao, and M. Beattie, 
"Internal-External Control in the Motivational Dynamics of 
Negro Youth," Journal of Social Issues, 1969, Vol. 25, 
No. 3:29-53. 
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tutional structure's amenability to change by particular 
population groups. The assessment of whether institutions 
                                                    responsible for particular social, 
- - -- --------- . - --. - --- ------- -- -
economic and political conditions is one dimension of an 
internal or external orientation and the assessment will 
be reflected in the Rotter scale scores. Thus, Gurin, 
et ale find that with Blacks it is the external rather 
than internal orientation that is associated with the 
more effective, innovative behavior, this finding being 
explicable on the basis that for Blacks an external 
orientation is in keeping with their real life circum-
stances. The same was found to be true for certain groups 
of women in the Sanger and A1ker study cited above. 
Renshon's study,l referred to above, also hints at the 
importance of the indivudal versus system blame dimension 
when in his study of college students the results 
demonstrated a significant correlation between exterality 
and degree of political participation. 
Thus, in the present study, we shall utilize a 
measure of individual versus system blame (Appendix H) 
to refine the I-E scale and to permit us to differentiate 
among various ethnic and SES groups involved in different 
types of political activity the degree of their internal 
versus external locus of control (within the context of a 
specific population group's relation to the society's 
institutional culture). 
lS. Renshon, OPe cit. 
Introduction 
CHAPTER IV 
METHODOLOGY 
,,-
Eight scales (Appendices A-H) were administered to 
98 graduate students of the Columbia University School of 
Social Work. 
In order to gauge more precisely the nature of our 
population several background items are suggested in an 
eight-item questionnaire that is included as Appendix I. 
The items request that subjects supply the following 
information: (1) aconomic status, (2) ethnic class, (3) 
age, (4) gender, (5) degree sought at Columbia, (6) area 
of social work specialization, (7) years of social work 
related experience (paid and voluntary) and (8) political 
ideology: liberal, conservative, radical, other. 
On the basis of this questionnaire, we correlated 
the various background i-terns pertaining to subjects with 
their scores on the internal-external control dimension 
(Scale G) and the various scales of political participation 
(Appendices D,E.F). The interrelation of these various 
items provide us with more specific results concerning 
who participates politically, how, and why and also serves 
as a refinement of the external-internal control variable 
by specifying some of the personal characteristics and 
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iss'iles of concern to individuals scoring as externals or 
internals. 
-- - -----Thus, -while the- major concern--i-swi-ththe-cor-rela-tion 
between personal control and various specific modes of 
political participation, the questionnaire items and the 
scores on political salience (Appendix A), political 
efficacy (Appendix B), and Civic Duty (Appendix C), are 
used to refine the final interpretations of the major 
correlations. In addition, the individual vs. system 
blame scale (Appendix H)is used to refine the measurement 
of internal-external control. The individual vs. system 
blame scale is also used in conjunction with the results 
obtained from the questionnaire (Appendix I) as a retest 
of Gurin's suggestion that the I-E Scale of Rotter is too 
broad and non-specific in terms of social circumstances of 
subjects to be used as an accurate measure of these 
subjects' motivation to induce change and obtain rewards 
through their own actions. 
Administration of" the Questionnaire 
All of the appendices comprising the test battery 
were described in detail in the opening chapters of this 
study. It is our present task to describe the adminis-
tration of the questionnaire to our specific subject 
population. 
It was the researcher's good fortune to have obtained 
the help of four instructors at the Columbia University 
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School of Social Work in administering the questionnaire. 
I was not present during the administration and collected 
from the instructors the completed questio.nnaires. My 
aim in choosing these instructors was to achieve as wide 
,. 
a representation of the study body at the School as .. / 
possible. One class was composeq of doctoral students who 
were taking a course in research methods required of all 
doctoral students, representing each of the various 
specializations in the D.S.W. program. The questionnaires 
          also distributed to two research classes at the 
Masters level. The fourth and fifth classes to whom the 
test battery was administered were at the Masters level 
and specializing for the most part in social policy, 
planning, administration, while the sixth class was 
composed of Masters level students specializing for the 
most part in practice or casework - group work and who 
were part-time students in the M.S. program. 
Each portion of the questionnaire (Appendices A-I) , 
which represented the various items to be assembled later 
into scales, was to be answered, even where some of the 
items appeared repetitious. This instruction was included 
in the covering sheet that preceded the questionnaire items; 
the appendices or various scales were separated for subjects 
by means of assigning to each a letter. No other disting-
uishing properties (e.g., the name of the scale to be 
responded to) were identified. 
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Each of the items was answered by each subject except ; 
for the final questi.on. Only one of the classes responded 
to. -that_ q_ues±.iO_ll,_                                                                                                              
had actively boycotted classes in order to demonstrate 
support for office personnel at the School of Social Work 
who were involved in a wage disupte and subsequent strike 
action at the School. The strike had commenced after most 
of the questionnaires had already been completed and the 
boycott question was added as an addendum. The N=23 for 
this particular item, while somewhat low in terms of 
obraining statistically significant correlations, offered 
some data of particular interest to this study. It may 
also be said that with so small a sample on the boycott 
question, any significant result would indicate a 
particularly strong effect. 
The six classes in which the questionnaire was 
administered had completed it in a period of about 15 to 
25 minutes. All items were coded and then, utilizing the 
DATATEX program of the Columbia University Computer Center 
the results were obtained concerning the relevant data. 
Ninety-eight questionnaires were able to be used, about 
15 more being unuseable because of the incompleteness of 
responses. 
Sample 
The first computer run involved obtaining the frequency 
distribution (Table 2) for each item on the questionnaire. 
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In this section we shall concern ourselves with the demo-
graphic data relating to the sample and also with the inter-
item correlations of the demographic variables. This should 
give a clearer idea of who the results obtained pertain to 
and to whom they might later be generalized. Regarding this 
question, it must first be made clear that our sample consists 
solely of social work graduate students and that this group 
can be expected to differe substantially from the general 
population in their orientation to and values concerning 
political change and participation. Because of the 
specificity of this social work group, our findings may 
therefore not be generalizable beyond the sample and this 
is not our purpose. What we hope to do, and perhaps this is 
all that can be done with the results obtained from any 
sample, is to generate hopefully meaningful hypotheses that 
can later be used to study other samples in the population. 
The heterogeneity of our group of social workers does 
indicate that we may expect differences in our major 
variables, participation and sense of control and that our 
samples' interest in the process of change would lead to an 
expectation that the major variables are of interest to them. 
The majority of subjects (,88 percent) are between 
-20 ·ana-3-9-years -o-f--a-ge; --. Fi-fty-two·-pereen·t- -a-roe- -2-0.--to--2-9 ___ ---
years old and 36 percent are 30 to 39 years old. Eleven 
percent are 40 to 49 and only 1 percent or one subject was 
50 years of age or older. Taking a look at the correlation 
coefficients we note that age is correlated with ethnicity 
(p = .05), i.e., that the older the student the more likely 
will that student be nonwhite. Although we may find this 
correlation of little                         value in and of itself, 
we may note that the structure of the student population 
and its possible political activity might be related to 
this correlation. 
Age is also positively correlated with marital status 
(p = .01), economic status (p = .001), years of social work 
experience (p = .001), and enrollment in the doctoral rather 
than the masters degree program. 
In --terms of ethnic status, whites comprise 80 percent 
of our sample and nonwhites only 20 percent. Besides age, 
which has just been discussed, ethnic class correlates at a 
significant level with only one of our other demographic 
variables, specialization within the DSW program (p = .05). 
We note here that doctoral students who are non-white tend 
TABLE 2 
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 
N = Percentage of total = 
N = Percentage of total = 
N = Percentage of total = 
N = 
Percentage of total = 
N = 
Percentage of total = 
N = 
Percentage of total = 
N = Percentage of total = 
Age 
ll:.ll 
50 
52 
lQ.=.ll 
35 
36 
   
11 
11 
lli. 
Ethnic Class 
Nonwhite    
19 
20 
Female 
58 
62 
Sin2le 
58 
60 
Lives 
With 
2 
2 
76 
80 
Gender 
Male 
35 
38 
Marital Status 
Married 
39 
40 
awa:c: from 
Away; 
95 
98 
or with 
Economic Status 
             
1 
1 
S5,000 S5,000-
or less 10,000 
S25,000 
SlO,OOO or more 
30 
31 
17 
18 
35 
36 
Years of social work experience 
Q...::....i 
58 
63 
20 
22 
10 
11 
16-20 
3 
3 
15 
15 
20+ 
1 
1 
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Table 2 continued 
N = Percentaqe of total = 
N = 
Percentaqe of total = 
N = Percentaqe of total = 
N = 
Percentaqe of total = 
N = 
Percentaqe of total = 
Degree Program 
     
78 
81 
D.S.W. 
19 
19 
Specialization: DSW 
Practice 
12 
60 
SPPO 
8 
40 
Specialization: M.S. 
Practice Administration 
54 
70 
14 
18 
9 
12 
Political                  
Conservative 
4 
4 
               
10 
43 
Liberal Radical 
59 11 
64 12 
Class During Strike 
13 
57 
   
18 
20 
56 
TABLE 3 
INTER-CORRELATION OF DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
1) Age 1.00 -.23* -.15 .33** .12 .38*** .64*** 
2) Ethnic Class -.23* 1.00 .03 -.18 -.07 -.18 -.18 
3) Gender -.15 .03 1.00 .06 -.04 -.11 .05 
4) Marital Status .33** -.18 .06 1.00 .12 .42*** .22* 
5) Live with or 
away from parents .12 -.07 -.04 .12 1.00 -.02 .10 
6) Economic Status .18*** -.18 -.11 .42*** -.02 1.00 .24* 
7) Years of social .64*** .22* work experience -.19 .05 .10 .24* 1.00 
8) Degree Program .33** .05 .01 .34*** .07 .12 .40*** 
9) Specialization: 
MS -.01 .04 -.01 .02 .10 -.02 .04 
10) Political 
Ideology -.01 -.10 .08 .06 .08 .01 .02 
11) Boycott class·· -.18 .02 -.36 -.18 .24 -.46* -.20 
* .05 level of significance: ** .01 Level of significance: *** .001 level of 
8 9 
.33*** -.01 
.05 .04 
.01 -.01 
.34*** .02 
.07 .10 
.12 -.02 
.40*** .04 
1.00 .00 
.00 1.00 
.07 .06 
.00 .10 
signi ficance 
:0 
-.01 
-.10 
.08 
.06 
.08 
.01 
.02 
.07 
.07 
1.00 
-.18 
11 
-.18 
-.18 
-.36 
-.18 
.24 
-.46* 
-.20 
.00 
.10 
-.18 
1.00 
U1 ....s 
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to                       in the social policy, planning, and organi-
zation sequence, while white doctoral students tend to 
specialize in thr-: direct practice (casework-group work) 
sequence. Putting these correlations alongside those 
pertaining to age, we note that older, non-whites in the 
doctoral program specialize in a methods area that can 
be assumed to be more politically engaging (social policy-
planning-organization) than younger whites, the latter 
specializing in a more individually - (practice) than 
socially or politically oriented methods area. 
While we shall discuss a most interesting correlation 
between gender and degree of politically radical activity 
in the next chapter, we note now that our population is 
composed of 62 percent female and 38 percent male students. 
There are no significant correlations between gender and 
our other demographic variables. 
We discussed above the correlation of marital status 
with age, economic status, years of social work experience, 
and degree program. We should note that 60 percent and 40 
percent of our population is single or married, respectively. 
We will discuss later the correlation between marital status 
and type of political participation. The latter correlation 
indicates that married students are more likely than single 
students to engage in extra-political party rather than 
voting or intra-party types of political activity. 
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Our next variable, whether the student lives with 
or away from parents, proved not to be a variable at all, 
since 98 percent of subjects lived away from                  
There were no correlations of any significance between 
this variable and any of the others, so that we will not 
consider it further. 
Our next variable, economic status, sheds some 
light on the nature of participatory activity in the 
political sphere. We note first that the population is 
distributed rather uniformly among the various income 
classes. Thirty-one percent of students claimed to be 
earning $5,000 per year or less, while 36 percent fall 
within the $10-25,00 per annum category. Eighteen and 
fifteen percent earn $5,000 to $10,000 or $25,000 and 
more, respectively. Looking now at the correlation 
coefficients for economic status, we see that correlations 
significant at the .001 level exist between economic 
status and marital status, i.e., the higher the income 
level, the older the student and the more likely will 
the student be married rather than single. Also, at the 
p = .05 level of significance, economic status correlates 
positively with years of social work experience. 
A word must be snin about the econonic status variahle. 
Since we are dealing with a group of graduate students who 
justifiably expect to secure jobs after the complete their 
graduate training, we cannot expect that an income level of 
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$5,000 or less per year will mean the same to them as it 
                                                                                                                                   
amount. In addition, many of these students are being 
supported by spouses and/or parents, which puts them in 
quite a different state of mind than a member of the general 
population who indicates that they are earning the same 
amount the students say he or she is earning. Still, we 
have used the economic status of the student as an indi-
cator for several reasons, the first being the ·pragmatic 
one that we could intrude on the student's privacy to a 
limited extent. We also contend that the correlations 
and other findings to be reported are not invalidated by 
the qualifications discussed above since in an important 
sense the student, even if only at present and temporarily, 
is a member of the economic status group he lists himself 
as belonging to and may form identifications and alliances 
with other members of that economic status group, perhaps 
long after he himself has attained a higher economic status. 
Although 22 percent of our subjected responded that 
they had six to ten years of social work experience 
(including both paid and volunteer positions), the great 
majority of students (.63 percent) had between zero and 
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five years of experience in the field. Only one subject 
had more than twenty years of experience, while 11 percent 
and 2 percent had 11-15 or 16-20 years of experience, 
respectively. Our highest correlation with the variable, 
years of social work experience, was with age (r •• 643, 
p=.OOl). Also significant at the .001 level was the 
correlation with degree program. Thus, those with the 
greatest amount of experience are older and more likely 
to be in the DSW than the MS degree program. 
Insofar as the degree program in which the subject 
is enrolled, we note that 19 percent of our subjects are 
in the DSW degree program, while 81 percent are enrolled 
in the MS degree program. Age, marital status, and years 
of social work experience, as noted above, are positively 
correlated with degree program, the older, married, and 
more experienced subject being more likely to be a DSW 
student. 
In terms of specialization within each of the degree 
programs, we note only one correlation, that between 
ethnicity and specialization within the DSW program. As 
noted earlier, nonwhites were more likely to be specializing 
in social policy-planning-organization, while whites were 
more likely to be specializing in the practice sequence. 
We will examine our data later to see whether the student's 
area of specialization is related to the type of political 
participation engaged in. We should note here that 60 
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percent and 40 percent of doctoral students specialized 
in -practice or social policy-planning-organization 
-- - -- --s9ciuences-, --respecTiveTy;--7-0--p-ercen-t-, -18--Ble-);'seR-t-,- -and- 11 
percent of masters degree students specialized in                    
policy, or administration, respectively. For each degree 
program, then, the majority of students specialize in 
direct service - practice methods, the minority special-
izing in the more socio-politically oriented policy-organi-
zation methods. 
Interesting for the lack of any significant 
correlations with our other demographic variables is the 
variable of political ideology. We note that 64 percent 
of subjects identified themselves as liberal in political 
orientation, while 12 percent identified themselves as 
radical. Only 4 percent identified themselves as conserva-
tives, and 20 percent chose to identify themselves as 
adhering to a political orientation "other" than the three 
so far named. 
The final demographic variable, boycott of classes 
in support of striking office workers at the School of 
Social Work was discussed above and is correlated with 
one other demographic variable, economic status. The 
reader will recall that the lower the economic status of 
the subject, the more likely was he or she to boycott 
classes. The distribution of the sample shows that 57 
percent of students did boycott classes while 43 percent 
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did not. We will discuss the correlation between economic 
status and boycott in the next chapter. 
Having described the population demographically, 
the next step is to describe the logic and statistical 
tools used to test our hypotheses. 
Logic and Statistics 
The first objective of the analysis is to explore 
the reliability of the adapted Mie and Verba Index of 
political participation for the social work student popu-
lation that comprises the sample. Specifically, we are 
interested in whether the modes of political participation 
developed and tested by Nie and Verba hold for. this sample. 
We explore empirically whether the 17 items in Appendix F 
form clusters (modes) that are similar to those obtained 
by Mie and Verba. As we will see, modes of political 
participation that differ from the Mie and Verba modes 
had to be constructed. 
Reliability estimates (Cronbach's Alpha) are computed 
for each of the scales used. The Renshon Index of 
Political Participation (Appendix E) is a second qualitative 
measure of our dependent variable, political participation. 
We will thus have a measure of participation that takes 
into account various specific objectives or modes (the Mie 
and Verba Index) of political activity and a measure that 
takes into account the conventional versus more un con-
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ventional means (Renshon Index) of implementing those modes 
of                     participation. 
-- - -- ------------1.- - -Our firs-t- emp-irrc-a-l question-concern-s -the 
relationship between the various facets of our dependent 
variable, political participation: i.e., the relationship 
between the type of political activity engaged in and 
the radicalism of political activity. The statistical 
method of measuring this relationship is the coefficient 
of correlation (r). In assessing the correlation between 
type of activity and conventionality of participation we 
will have a measure of how individuals engaging in 
different types of political activity assess the means 
necessary to implement those types of activity within the 
political sphere. 
2. Next, we are interested in the relationship 
of our major independent variable, I-E locus of control, 
to the two measures of po'li tical participation, type of 
activity and conventionality of participation. Thus, 
we determine the coefficient of correlation betweer., 
(a) I-E locus of control and the type of activity and 
(b) I-E locus of control and the conventionality of 
participation (Renshon Scale). 
3. The next step is to look at the role of political 
attitude (e.g., efficacy) as it affects the type of 
political activity engaged in and as it affects the 
individual's sense of control over political outcomes. 
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Thus, the correlation between political attitude 
and type of political participation and between political 
attitude and locus of control is assessed. We are also 
interested in the possible interactions of political 
attitude with the locus of control to assess their mutual 
affect on type and conventionality of political partici-
pation. In order to assess the latter question, an 
analysis of variance will be used. 
4. The next step is to chart the relationship Cr.) 
between locus of control and political participation, 
controlling for the individual's view of whether the 
individual or the system is seen as dominant in determining 
political outcome. We will thus use our individual versus 
system blame index as a possible intervening variable in 
the correlation between the independent and dependent 
variables. Also, it is of interest to assess whether the 
individual versus system blamevariable interacts with 
locus of control to effect the type and conventionality 
of political participation. Again, an analysis of 
variance will be computed. 
5. The relation Cr) of the demographic variables, 
especially economic status, to conventionality and type 
of participation is assessed and, finally, an analysis of 
variance is computed to asses the interaction of economic 
status and locus of control in determining the various 
types and degree of participation. 
JI>, 
- - - - CHAPTE-R-V-
RESULTS 
Factor and Item Analyses: Introduction 
The main independent and dependent variables are 
degree of personal control and political participation, 
respectively, and our major hypothesis was framed in 
terms of a relationship between these variables. The 
factor analyses, inter-scale correlations, and analyses 
of variance indicate that both the independent and 
dependent variables are multi-dimensional in nature, 
i.e., that there exists for both the independent and 
dependent variables a number of discrete dimensions which 
define 'them and their specific relationships to one another. 
For the independent variable, degree of personal 
control, the item analysis produces three discrete 
measures of         global personal control variables: locus 
of control, efficacy, and individual versus system blame. 
The derivation of each of these measures is outlined 
below. For ·the dependent variable, political partici-
pation, six differentiated scales are discernable: the 
Renshon scale of general radical political activity, 
which includes various general unconventional forms of 
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political participation engaged in in the past, the boycott 
question, which asks the subject to respond to whether he 
or she took part in the specific radical act.of boycott 
of classes in support of a recent strike action of office 
personnel in the School of Social Work. This question 
aims to chart the subject's direct participation in a 
specific radical                     activity within the environment 
accplicable to his or her locus of control. Referring to 
the boycott action as a radical act may be problematic for 
a number of reasons, primary among them being that a 
number of faculty members also supported the boycott, thus 
possibly making the students' support an act of conformity. 
It may have been better, if it was possible, to delineate 
the reasons for the students' support of the boycott action. 
Since this was not possible in terms of timing of the 
administration of the questionnaire, we have decided to 
refer to support of the boycott as a specific radical act 
on the basis of its representing an alternative to the 
conventional political activities engaged in by students 
within the context of the School of Social Work. The 
Woodward-Roper scale of general, conventional political 
activity; and three Nie-Verba factorial scales, each of 
which represents a discreet measure of the more general 
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Wood-ward-Roper scale of conventional political                    
The three Nie-Verba factorial scales include a scale of 
intra-political party participation (Factor I), a scale 
of voting activity [Factor II), and a scale of extra-
political party participation (Factor III). 
The item analyses for each of the three measures of 
the independent variable and each of the six measures of 
the dependent variable are outlined below. 
Factor and Item Analyses: Political 
Participation Varibles 
The factor analysis of the data as well as the 
correlation matrix for each item on the questionnaire 
                        quite clearly that the original indices used 
in the questionnaire were composed of items that did not 
cluster together for our population. 
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It may be said that the scales in their original 
forms might be reliable for use with only particular 
populations, e.g., undergraduate students. When the 
scales were applied to a population of social work 
students, on the graduate level and working toward 
achieving a particular professional degree and subsequent 
occupation, the scales had to be reconstructed so that an 
acceptable level of reliablity (utilizing Cronbach's Alpha 
as the statistical measure of reliability) was obtained. 
Another speculation besides the one just offered, 
i.e., that the specific nature of the social work student 
population required reconstruction of scales, is that the 
sample size was too small to promote reliability on the 
original scales. While this hypothesis may prove to be 
correct, the fact is that our sample size exceeded that 
of many of the original studies upon which th3 scales were 
first tested. This is especially the case with Rotter's 
internal-external locus of control scale, where the 
original study, cited and discussed earlier, as well as 
many subsequent studies using this scale. had N's far less 
than the N=98 of the present study. The item analysis 
used by Rotter in preparing this scale may have been 
constructed with the benefit of a population that was 
small, but qualitatively distributed along very specific 
demographic lines. If these demographic characteristics 
differ substantially from those of our population, and if 
TABLE 4 
ROTATED               FOR THE FACTORS               FROM 
THE RENSHON AND NIE-VERBA ITEMS 
- -._------------
llim! -- -- - -_. -- Factors-- ----
Renshon Items 
Attending a mass 
demonstration 
Broke law to 
oppose policy 
Took part in sit-in 
Physical confronta-
tion 
Persuaded others on 
how to vote 
Nie-Verba Items 
\oJorked for 
1 
political party -.72 
Attended political 
meetings -.577 
Contributed money 
to 9arty -.615 
Member of a 
political cluD -.691 
Vote regularly in 
2 
national election .837 
Voted in 1976 
presidential 
election .822 
Voted in 1972 
presidential 
election .453 
Voted in last local 
election .674 
\'lorked with others on 
local problem 
Formed group on local 
problem 
Member of a problem-
solving organization 
3 
.719 
• i65 
.786 
4 
.436 
.827 
.7l8 
.709 
.502 
*The procedure for selecting the number of factors is based 
on selecting a set of factors which have the                 amount 
of                     between the factors ar.d the least amount of 
variation in the correlations between items within factors. 
This procedure is analogous to finding the most uniform 
correlations in an analysis of variance. The higher the 
level of correlation between items, the less random the 
variation bet\IIeen the items. The aim is homogeneity of the 
items included in a factor and internal                         between 
items within a factor. 
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Table 4 continued 
Items 
Nie-Verba Items 
Contacted local official with 
others 
Contacted extra-local official 
Contacted local official on social issue 
Contacted extra-
local official on social issue 
Contacted local 
official on 
particularized 
issue 
1 
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FACTORS 
2 3 4 
.775 
.687 
.765' 
.636 
.618 
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these characteristics are correlated to various items of 
the scales in specific ways, the same items will not mean 
---the- .same . thing to ____ the. __ two di.f.f.er_ent_p_o.p_ulation samples_ •. 
The aim of the pages that follow is to describe the 
factor a-nalysis for each scale and to discuss what the 
scale may mean in light of the factors that compose it. 
Next we will discuss and describe the inter-item correlations 
and reliability                   for each scale. Next will follow 
a description and discussion of the inter-scale and scale-
demographic data correlations. 
Table 4 (Rotated Factors) shows the loading of 
factors for the Renshon and Nie-Verba items. The reader 
will note that the Nie-Verba items emerge as three 
separate factors based on the loadings after four rotations. 
We will describe each factor below. The Renshon includes 
five items, the final item ("attempted to persuade others 
on how to vote") having been a part of the Nie-Verba Scale 
of the original authors (Nie and Verba). The factor 
analysis shows that this item clusters more favorably with 
the items of the Renshon than with the items of the Nie-
Verba Factorial Scales for our specific population. 
Construction of Factorial Scales 
The method of constructing the factorial indices 
proceeded from a listing of the items originally included 
on the Renshon and the Nie-Verba Scales. This produced 
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four separate and discrete factors as outline in Table 4. 
The third factor represents 8 items that clustered 
together and had in common the attribute of political 
participation of an extra-political party nature. We 
shall refer to this as Factorial             3, extra-political 
party types of participation. The second factor contains 
4 items having to do with voting and will be referred to 
as the voting scale of political participation or Factorial 
Scale 2. The first factor shows 4 items that clustered 
together and that relate to intra-political party types 
of participation. This latter factor will be referred to 
as Factorial Scale 1. Finally, the 4th rotation of items 
on Table 4 contains 5 items that clustered together to 
form the Renshon Scale of general, radical political 
activity. 
We note that Factors 1, 2, and 3 (Table 4) were 
originally part of a single scale, the Nie-Verba Political 
Participation Scale. Yet, the manner in which the items 
of that scale clustered together into 3 separate factorial 
indices for our population indicates the multi-dimensionality 
inherent in this list of specific political activities. 
We will see in our later discussion of the correlation of 
these scales with the Woodward-Roper Scale of general, 
conventional political activity and with the specific 
radical activity of boycott of classes that statistically 
significant correlations appear between all of the scales 
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mentioned above. Each of the scales will now be examined. 
--- -------- --
The Renshon Scale was to be used to measure one 
aspect of the dependent variable, political participation. 
Specifically, the Renshon Scale purports to assess the 
degree of radical activity engaged in by subjects. The 
4th rotation of the factor loadings (Table 4) enables 
us to include in the Renshon Scale the following five 
items: attending a mass demonstration: breaking a law to 
oppose a public policy; taking part in a sit-in; engaging 
in a physical confrontation in order to demonstrate 
support for a particular political aim; and persuading 
others on voting. The last item,as mentioned above, 
had originally been included in the Nie-Verba political 
participation scale. In examining the rotated factors, 
however, this item clustered with the others on the 
Renshon Scale. Subjects must have viewed the attempt to 
persuade others on how to vote as a more radical activity 
than had originally been anticipated. We may explain this 
by viewing the attempt to persuade as a more active, more 
self-involving activity than voting per se, the latter 
putting the participant less on the line than the attempt 
to openly persuade others on how to vote. 
The degree of radical political activity engaged in 
is calculated by the number of items that the subject 
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responded to having participated in. The                   total 
correlations of this scale are as follows: 
1. Attending mass demonstrations = .36 
2. Breaking law to oppose policy = .62 
3. Taken part in sit-in = .53 
4. Engaged in physical confrontation - .43 
5. Persuading others on voting = .30 
The reliability of the Renshon Scale, as measured 
by Cronbach's Alpha = .642. 
Nie-Verba Factorial Scales 
The seventeen items that appeared on the                      
naire as Appendix F fall into three separate categories, 
each of which forms a scale. One of the factors, 
"persuading others on how to vote," as mentioned above, 
clustered with the items of the Renshon Scale. Therefore, 
there are sixteen items -to be included in the three Nie-
Verba Scales. 
The first scale, which shall be referred to as 
Factorial Scale III, includes the following items that 
clustered together in the 3rd rotation of the factor load-
ings (Table 4): worked with others on local problems; 
formed group on local problems; was a member of a problem-
solving organization; contacted local officials with 
others; contacted extra-local officials; contacted local 
official on a general social issue; contacted extra-local 
official on a general social issue; and contacted local 
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official about a particularized matter • 
. What these items have in cornmon is the ad hoc 
--- --.--- - ---- - - ----- --- - -- - -nature of the political activity engaged-in andtne-fact-
that the activity was engaged in outside of political 
party channels. We shall, therefore, refer to this scale, 
in addition to its designation as Factorial Scale III, as 
the "Scale of Extra-Political Party Types of Participation." 
The original factor analysis by Nie and Verba includes 
two items which are subsumed within our "Scale of Extra-
Political Party Types of Participation." They are: 
"coll'.rnunal activity" and "particularized contacting." 
The item - item total correlations are as follows: 
1. Worked with others on local problem-= .63 
2. Formed group on local problems = .70 
3. Was a member of a problem-solving 
organization = .74 
4. Contacted local official with others - .74 
5. Contacted extra-local official = .68 
6. Contacted local official on a general 
social issue = .65 
7. Contacted extra-local official on a general 
social issue = .60 
8. Contacted local official about a particularized 
matter = .50 
The reliability of Factorial Scale III as measured 
by Cronbach's Alpha = .882. 
Taking a look at the second rotation of the factor 
loadings (Table 4), we arrive at what will be referred to 
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as Factorial Scale II, which is composed solely of items 
concerning the subjects' political participation in the 
form of voting in national and local elections. The items 
that comprise this scale include: voting regularly in 
national elections; having voted in the 1976 presidential 
election; having voted in the 1972 presidential election; 
and having voted in the most recent local election. The 
item - item total correlations are: 
1. Voting regularly in national elections = .58 
2. Having voted in the 1976 presidential election 
= .66 
3. Having voted in the 1972 presidential election = .35 
4. Having voted in the most recent local 
election = .46 
The "voting" factor in the present study is the same as 
the "voting" factor in the original Nie-Verba factor 
analysis. 
We note here that the item correlation matrix shows 
that many of the subjects who voted in the 1976 presidential 
election did not vote in the 1972 presidential election 
(r=.39) and that many who claimed to vote regularly in 
national elections did not vote in the 1972 presidential 
election (r=.22), while they did vote in the 1976 presi-
dential election (r=.68). I believe these statistics 
derive from the fact that many of our subjects were not 
of voting age in 1972 while they were of voting age in 1976. 
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The reliability of Factorial Scale II, which shall 
also                         to as the "Voting Type of Political 
"' - ."- ----p"arti-crp"ation Scale,"n--as--me"a-sured- by- Cronb"ach's- Alpha . 
= .712. 
The final scale, Factorial Scale I, falls into 
place on the 1st rotation of the factors (Table 4). 
The items that are included in this scale and their 
respective item-total item correlations are as follows: 
worked for political party (.63); attended political 
meetings (.54); contributed money to political party 
(.46); and, was member of a political club (.46). 
Each of the factors included in Factorial Scale I 
involve the subject in political activities within the 
boundaries of the political party system and so this 
scale will also be referred to as the "Scale of Intra-
Political Party Types of Participation." The reliability 
of this scale, again measured by Cronbach's Alpha = .727. 
The items included in this Factorial Scale I include items 
referred to by Nie and Verba as pertaining to "campaign 
activity" and "communal activity." 
We now have four scales that comprise the dependent 
variable, political participation. The Renshon Scale is 
a measure of general radical activity. Factorial Scale I 
is a measure of intra-political party types of political 
participation, while Factorial Scale III measures extra-
political party types of political participation. Finally, 
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Factorial Scale II measures political participation in 
terms of voting in national and local elections. 
The next scale, the Woodward-Roper Scale of 
Political Participation, combines into one scale factors 
included in Factorial Scales I and II. We turn now to 
the item analysis of Woodward Roper. 
Woodward-Roper Scale of 
political Participation 
Of the seven items included in Woodward and Roper's 
original national sample scale, one item - voting during 
the past four years - clustered not with the Woodward-
Roper criterion but with the civic duty scale, which we 
will discuss shortly. 
The items that loaded on the Woodward-Roper Scale, 
with the scores for the item-item total correlations, 
are as 'follows: 
frequently discussing public issues (r=.4S); 
belonging to a public issue organization (r=.34); 
having written or talked to a public official (r=.40); 
worked for the election of a candidate (r=.4l); 
contributed money to a candidate or party (r=.24); 
and attending a political speech in the last four 
years (r=.33). 
While these items, included in the Woodward-Roper 
Scale, duplicate several of those on the three (Nie-
Verba) factorial scales, we will examine which of the 
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Nie-Verba scales correlates most highly with the more 
                Woodward-Roper items. We will thus have some 
idea 6f-now--Tnclflsfiveor--gener-al-Woodward-Rop-e-r- is --for 
the political participation of those whose political 
activity falls within the different specialized categories 
of the various (Nie-Verba) Factorial Scales. 
The reliability of the Woodward-Roper Scales for 
our population as measured by Cronhach's Alpha = .632. 
Now to the item analysis for our independent 
variable internal versus external locus of control. As 
implied in several studies quoted in a previous chapter, 
in order to achieve an acceptable level of reliability 
for the scale, we had to eliminate a number of the items 
originally used by Rotter in developing the I-E locus 
of control scale. We will now explore these factors and 
their relation to our specific population. 
Factor and Item Analyses: Personal Control Variables 
Internal-External Locus of Control 
Of the 23 items included in-'Rotter's original locus 
of control scale, only ten appeared to cluster together 
for our sample. 
Perhaps because of the relatively small 'N and the 
rather homogeneous nature of the population in terms of 
'-, 
their status as students and because the measure was 
administered in the classroom by the students' instructors, 
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the nature of the items which clustered together to define 
an internal or external locus of control may have been 
determined by the student status of the population and 
the conditions under which the measure was administered. 
Table 5 lists the items that clustered together to 
form the locus of control scale for our population, along 
with the item statistics for each item. When examining 
the means of the various items included in this scale, 
the "reader should note that a mean of one indicates a 
purely internal and a mean of two a purely external 
response to the item in question. 
Three of the ten items included on this locus of 
control scale deal with the students' classroom perfor-
mance and they are the only items from Rotter's original 
listing that concern this subject. Since they do not 
cluster together for our. sample, there may be some 
indication that the locus of control is itself viewed 
by respondents within the relevant, specific context that 
the measure is taken rather than as an indicator of locus 
of control in any general or overall way. 
The ten items that cluster together to form the 
scale are: you get what you deserve; grades depend on 
the teacher as opposed to the student's actual performancej 
exams are fair vs. arbitrary; success is a matter of luck 
vs. effort; achievement is a matter of luckvs effort; 
the exercise or possession of a certain degree of authority 
TABLE 5 
LOCUS OF CONTROL 
Item-Item Total 
Sta!tistics Correlations Item , 
Items Raw Standard S:tandard 
Scores Scores Means D¢viations 
1. You get what you deserve 0.40 0.40 1. 889 0.417 
2. Grade depends on teacher 0.34 0.34 1. 772 ;0.422 
3. Examinations are fair vs. arbitrary 0.50 0.50 1.482 :0.503 
4. Success: luck vs effort 0.45 0.45 1.612 '0.490 
5. Achievement is luck vs effort 0.42 0.42 1.272 : 0.448 
6. Authority is luck vs skill 0.61 0.61 1.376 10 • 487 
7. There is luck vs no such thing as luck 0.46 0.46 L 759 10 • 430 
8. Grades: effort vs arbitrary 0.58 0.57 1.353 ;0.481 
9. Personal information vs luck 0.46 0.46 1.534 :0.502 
10. Internal vs external forces 0.59 0.59 1 •. 329 '0.473 
Cronbach Alpha 0.806 0.805 
Item Correlation Matrix 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
1. 1.00 0.23 0.30 0.26 0.13. 0.31 0.31 0.26 0.18 0.26 
2. 1.00 0.15 0.25 0.24 0.29 0.10 0.43 -0.02          
3. 1.00 0.39 0.27 0.35 0.32 0.34 0.34 0.25 
4. 1.00 0.20 0.39 0.20 0.27 0.26          
5. 1. 00 0.36 0.30 0.26 0.14          
6. 1. 00 0.31 0.41 0.37 0.4;8 (X) 
7. 1.00 0.25 0.38 0.3:6    
8. 1.00 0.41 0.47 
9. 1.00 0.44 
10. 1.0'0 
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is based on luck vs. skill; there is vs there is no 
such thing as luck; grades aepend upon the student's 
effort vs. grades are arbitrary; things are obtained as 
a result of personal influence vs. luck; what happens 
is determined by internal vs. external forces. 
The reliability of the locus of control scale as 
measured by Cronbach's Alpha = .806. The frequency 
distribution for this scale, i.e., the distribution of 
internal and external responses will appear in the next 
section, along with the frequency distributions for the 
other scales. 
Individual vs. System Blame Scale 
The individual vs. system blame scale was included 
on the questionnaire as a check on the internal-external 
locus of control scale. Studies cited in the review of 
the literature on locus Gf control indicated that an indi-
vidual's locus of control was determined not solely by the 
items for which responses were elicited on that scale but 
also by items on the individual vs. system blame scale, 
the latter giving an indication as to whether a particular 
subject believes that the individual or the system determined 
decisions in the political sphere. The latter factor was 
found to be correlated with various demographic character-
istics of the subject, e.g., whether the subject was male 
or female and the subject's ethnic or economic status. 
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These 'studies demonstrated that certain individuals 
because of, e.g., their gender were, by the very nature 
- - of-that- d"E!Illc)graphH::                                               , beingfema-le-) more 
likely to respond as externals since the societal con-
text within which they function determines such a 
response. Females, the argument contends, are less 
likely than males to have had the opportunity to achieve 
various political outcomes as aesult of self-initiated 
action. Thus, they are less likely to attribute political 
outcomes to an internally initiated activity. For now, 
it is important to note that our particular population 
of social work students has a majority of female 
respondents and that this contextual fact may influence, 
inter alia, the nature of their internal or external 
attributions. 
The three items included in this individual vs. 
system blame scale are: 
the deterioration of life is attributable to 
individual vs. systemic factors: that to 
improve things the individual vs. the system 
must be changed: and that skills and status are 
determined by individual activity or efforts vs. 
systemic structures. 
The reliability of this scale, as measured by 
Cronhach's Alpha = .383. The relatively low reliability 
of this scale is probably attributable to the fact that 
only three items are included. 
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The two scales that will be described next are 
attitudinal scales, measures of the person's sense of 
efficacy in the political arena and of the sense of civic 
duty in relation to political participation of a particular 
sort - voting in national and/or local elections. After 
describing these scales, we will turn to the frequency 
distributions for all of the scales used in this study. 
Efficacy Scale 
Of the five items originally included in the 
efficacy scale and on the questionnaire, three did not 
cluster together as part of the scale. Two of these 
three items involved voting and the other item related 
to whether politics was understandable to the respondents. 
Evidently, one's sense of efficacy, at least for our 
population, was not related to such process variables, 
but rather to variables xhat indicated to the subject 
in a direct way what the response t·o his participatory 
activity was. 
The two items that did cluster together to form 
this scale (Table 6) are: Whether the subject felt that 
officials cared about what he or she thought about 
political matters ann whether the subject thought he or 
she had much say in the political decision-making process. 
The means of the scores obtained may be interpreted as 
follows: 
1 = low sense of efficacy 
2 = high sense of efficacy 
Cronbach's Alpha = .653. 
TABLE 6 
INTER-ITEM CORRELATIONS OF 
EFFICACY SCALE 
Item-Criterion 
Item Correlations 
Scores 
1. Officials Care 
What I think .48 
2. I don't have much 
say in what is 
decided .48 
Civic Duty Scale 
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Item Statistics 
Mean S. D. 
1.5 .50 
1.5 .50 
The Civic Duty Scale is an attitudinal measure of 
the subject's commitment to conventional forms of political 
participation, specifically voting as a political act. 
The original four items of the questionnaire all 
cluster together to form this scale. In addition, a 
fifth item taken from the original Woodward-Roper Scale 
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(llhaving voted in the last four years") was included in 
the Civic Duty Scale because of its better fit with the 
latter scale in the clustering of items (Table 7). 
The five items included in the Civic Duty Scale, 
along with the scores for the item-criterion correla-
tions, are: whether the subject felt that he or she 
would or would not vote if he or she felt that their 
candidate would not win the election (r=.33); whether the 
subject believed that local elections were or were not 
important (r-.56); whether the subject believed that 
because so many vote, he or she needn't )r=.47); whether, 
because the subject didn't care about the outcome of an 
election, he or she wouldn't vote (r=.33); and whether 
the subject voted in the last four years (4=.39). 
The means of the scores for this scale may be 
interpreted as follows: 
1 = low sense of civic duty 
2 = high sense of civic duty 
The final item on this scale, whether the subject 
voted in the last four years, is a behavioral item included 
on this attitudinal scale. It confirms the congruence of 
our behavioral and attitudinal measures, at least in the 
area of voting activity. 
The reliability of the Civic Duty Scale, as measured 
by Cronhach's Alpha = .635. 
TABLE 7 
INTER-ITEM CORRELATIONS OF 
CIVIC DUTY SCALE 
Item 
No win, no vote 
Local elections, 
not important 
So many vote, 
I needn't 
If I don't care about 
outcome, I don't 
vote 
Voted in last 4 years 
Item-Criterion 
Correlations 
Scores 
.33 
.56 
.47 
.33 
.39 
Item Correlation Matrix 
Item 1 2 . 3 
1 1. 00 .31 .30 
2 1.00 .50 
3 1.00 
4 
5 
4 
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Item Statistics 
Item Statistics 
Means 
.14 
.32 
.20 
1.9 
1.8 
1.9 
1.5 
1.9 
5 
.23 
.37 
.30 
S.D. 
.22 
.43 
.26 
.50 
.31 
1.00 .21 
1. 00 
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Now to describe the frequency distributions for 
each of the scales. Following this step, we will be 
prepared to describe and discuss the correlations of the 
scales with each other and with the demographic variables. 
Frequency Distributions of Scales 
Table 8 includes the means for each of the scales, 
as well as a listing within each scale of the percentage 
of subjects who fall within each of the sub-categories 
(values) for each variable; these sub-categories will be 
described below. Let us look first at the dependent 
variables. 
The overall responses of the Woodward-P.oper Scale 
fell almost presicely at the midpoint botween high and 
low levels of political participation, the mean _ 1.510 
and the median = 1.500, with 1 = low and 2 = high levels 
of political participation. The seven sUb-categories 
appearing on Table 8 indicate that the greatest percentage 
of subjects responded to the questionnaire items by indi-
cating that their level of politically conventional 
activity, which the Woodward-Roper Scale measures, fell 
right around the mid-point level with a slightly higher 
percentage at the higher level of political participation. 
The Renshon Scale, the scale of general radical 
activity, shows that here too subjects scored around the 
mid-point level, with a mean and median = 1.400. The 
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TABLE 8 
-_._-_. -________ . ___ FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF SCALES ---------------------- --- --------- - ----
Efficacy Scale Mean = 1. 47 
Value 1.00 1. 50 2.00 
Frequency 39 25 34 
Percentage 40% 26% 35% 
Civic Dut}l Scale Mean = 1.81 
Value 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00 
Frequency 5 7 10 32 44 
Percentage 5% 7% 10% 33% 45% 
Woodward Roper Scale Mean = 1.51 
Value 1.00 1.17 1.33 1. 50 1. 67 1.83 -.2.00 
Frequency 8 13 17 16 22 12 9 
Pet'centage 8% 13% 18% 16% 23% 12% 9' 
Renshon Scale Mean = 1.40 
Value 1.00 1'.20 1.40 1.60 1. 80 2.00 
Frequency 13 25 32 11 11 6 
Percentage 13% 26% 33% 11% 11% 6% 
Factorial Scale I Mean = 1. 35 
Value 1.00 1.25 1. 50 1.75 2.00 
Frequency 36 19 22 11 10 
Percentage 37% 19% 22% 11% 10% 
Factorial Scale II Mean = 1.71 
Value 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00 
Frequency 7 12 13 23 43 
Percentage 7% 12% 13% 23% 44% 
91 
Table 8 continued 
Factorial Scale III Mean = 1.29 
Value 1.00 1.13 1.25 1. 38 1. 50 1. 63 1. 75 2.00 
Frequency 36 12 15 9 4 5 8 9 
Percentage 37% 12% 15% 9% 4% 5% 8% 9% 
Locus of Control Scale Mean - 1. 52 
Value 1.00 1.10 1.11 1.13 1.17 1.20 
Frequency 8 4 1 1 2 5 
Percentage 8% 4% 1% 1% 2% 5% 
Value 1. 22 1. 25 1. 30 1. 33 1. 38 1. 40 1. 43 
Frequency 2 1 7 1 1 9 1 
Percentage 2% 1% 7% 1% 1% 9% 1% 
Value 1.50 1. 56 1.57 1. 60 1. 67 1.70 
Frequency 9 3 1 5 1 5 
Percentage 9% 3% 1% 5% 1% 5% 
Value 1. 75 1. 78 1.80 1. 86 1.90 2.00 
Frequency 1 1 8 2 7 12 
Percentage 1% 1% 8% 2% 7% 12% 
Individua1'vs. Sxstem Blame· Scale Mean = 1.19 
Value 1.00 1. 33 1.50 1.67 2.00 
Frequency 55 22 2 12 2 
Percentage 59% 24% 2% 13% 2% 
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reason for obtaining as high a score (l=low level of 
politically radical. activity; 2=high level of politically 
radical activity) as we did is that many of the subjects -. --- ---- ----- -- - - - . 
did attend a mass demonstration and did attempt to persuade 
others on how to vote, while a much smaller percentage 
engaged in the other radical activities included on the 
Renshon Scale. 
While over 32 percent of subjects scored within the 
1.400 sub-category, about 39 percent scored at the 1.000 
and 1.200 level, while about 29 percent scored at the 1.600, 
1,800 and 2.000 levels. This indicates that our population 
as a whole is relatively conventional in its participation 
in the so-called radical activities included in the Renshon 
Scale. 
The next measure of the dependent variable is 
Factorial Scale I,* which concerns itself with intra-
party political activity: The mean of responses for this 
scale = 1.347 and the median = 1.250, with a score of 
1 = low level of intra-party political participation and 
2 = high level of intra-party political participation. 
Over 36 percent of the population indicated that they did 
not engage in any of the political activities included on 
this scale, while only 10.20 percent engaged in all of the 
* Henceforth, we shall refer to Factorial Scale I as inter-
changeable with the intra-political party scale of political 
activity. 
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activities. Looking at the individual items, attendance 
at political meetings accounted for the largest number of 
participants with 1.561 being the mean for participation in 
this activity. The activities that were engaged in most 
frequently following the latter were working for a political 
party and contributing money to a political party, each with 
a mean of about 1.3. The least engaged in was being a 
member of a political club, the mean for this subcategory 
being equal to 1.153. Thus, we may note that participation 
within the political party system engaged our particular 
population in activities that required commitments of a 
less formal, more ad hoc nature than would have been the 
case with becoming a member of an ongoing political club. 
Our next scale, Factorial Scale II,· concerns itself 
with voting behavior in national and local elections. The 
high mean (=1.712) and median (1.750) scores indicate that 
this form of political participation was most engaged in by 
our population. A full 43.88 percent of subjects engaged in 
each of the voting activities included in the scale, while 
only 7.14 percent engaged in none of these activities. 
Observing the means for each item we may note that a mean 
of 1.827 of our sample voted regularly in national elections, 
while a lower percentage, with a mean of 1.592 voted in the 
last local election. These figures indicate that voting, and 
*Factorial Scale II shall also be referred to as the voting 
scale of Political Participation. 
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especiall,}, voting in national elections, was a major activity 
defining this population's political participation • 
. _-- - --Factori-al -Scale --11-I * -concer-ns---Lts.elf with p_o_li                
activity outside political party channels and undertaken 
for specific social and political goals on an ad hoc basis. 
Of the three Factorial Scales, this scale includes items 
least engaged in by our specific population. With a score 
of 1 = low level of participation and 2 = high level of 
participation, we note that the mean for the population 
equals 1.293 and the median equals 1.250. Looking at the 
sub-categories for this scale, almost 37 percent of subjects 
engaged in none of the activities included on this scale, 
while only 8.16 percent engaged in all of them. 
The individual item analysis indicates that working 
with others on a local problem and contacting local officials 
on a particularized matter (with means = 1.439 and 1.459, 
respectively) were the activities engaged in most by our 
subjects. Being a member of a problem-solving organization 
(mean = 1.306) and contacting a local official with others 
(mean = 1.357) were the next most engaged in activities. 
Forming a group on local problems (mean = 1. 214) and contact-
ing a local official on a social matter (mean = 1.286) were 
next, and the least engaged in activities on this scale were 
*Factorial Scale III shall henceforth also be referred to as 
the Extra-Political Party Type of Political Participation 
Scale. 
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contacting an extra-local official . 
and contacting an extra-local official on a 
social matter, both with means = 1.143. The latter items 
may have received such low means because of a confusion on 
the part of subjects as to what an extra-local official was. 
Interpreting the data as they appear we may say that subjects 
were more likely to become involved in group activities on 
local problems within groups that were already established 
rather than in group activity that required the formation 
of new groups and that participation was greater in activities 
that concerned a particular, circumscribed cause or individual 
than in activities that were less defined and more general in 
scope of outcome. 
The independent variable, internal-external locus of 
control, may be interpreted as follows: a mean of 1 = internal 
and a mean of 2 = external locus of control. For the popu-
lation as a whole, the mean = 1.524 and the median = 1.500. 
This shows that our population was about equally divided 
among externals and internals. Actually, taking a closer 
look at the individual sub-categories, over 12 percent of the 
population scored as pure externals, while only 1.02 percent 
or one individual scored as a pure internal. 
The items on which subjects scored most highly as 
externals included: you get what you deserve; one's grade 
depends upon the teacher; success is luck rather than effort; 
there is luck vs. there is no such thing as luck; and, 
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personal influence is less important than luck in obtaining 
the rewards one desires. The items on which subjects scored 
the most internal include: achievement 1nvolves--e-ffort - -- -- -- --
rather than luck; authority is achieved by skill rather than 
luck; grades are determined by effort rather than arbitrarily; 
and, internal rather than external forces determine the 
course of events in one's life. 
We will later see whether these internal-external 
attributions coincide with the subjects' preferred forms of 
political activity, especially with their participation on 
the three Factorial Scales. 
While it was just noted that external attribution of 
rewards characterizes our population, we note in looking at 
the individual versus system blame scale that the great 
majority of our population believes that individual rather 
than systemic factors are most important in producing political 
change. This is indicated by the mean of 1.197 and median 
score of 1.000, with over 59 percent of subjects scoring 
within the 1.000 sub-category, indicating a belief that indi-
vidual rather than systemic factors are most important in 
determining political change. Only 2.15 percent of the 
subjects held the opposite view, i.e., that systemic factors 
were most important in determining political change. This 
analysis holds true for each of the items included on this 
scale: that deterioration of life, improving things, and 
skills and status are all determined primarily by individual 
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rather than systemic factors. We shall attempt to explain 
this seemingly contradictory result in the final chapter 
of this study. 
Finally, let us look at the political attitude scales. 
The efficacy scale indicates that about half of the 
population believed themselves highly efficacious and half 
not efficacious in the political sphere (mean = 1.474; 
median = 1.500). Almost 40 percent of subjects believed 
themselves to be low in political efficacy, while almost 
35 percent believed themselves to be high in political 
efficacy, with 25.51 percent falling at the midpoint of 
the efficacy scale. Each of the two items comprising this 
scale had a mean of about 1.4. Those items include: 
"officials don't care what I think" and "I don't have much 
to say in the public policy-making process." We will note 
later whether either of these items correlates with the 
individual vs. system blame scale and the internal-external 
locus of control scale. 
The scores on the Civic Duty Scale seem to conform to 
the high level of political participation reported earlier 
on Factorial"" Scale II or voting scale of political participa-
tion. While 1 = low level of civic duty and 2 = high level 
of civic duty, we note an overall mean of 1.810 and a median 
score = 1.800 for our population. Almost 45 percent of the 
sample scored at the highest level, while only 5.10 percent 
scored at the 1.2 sub-category level. The great majority of 
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subjects -believed that they should vote even if their candidate 
was not                   to win (mean = 1.949), that they should vote 
--even- --though- -so _many                                                            __ = 1.929), and, in 
fact, the mean of 1.897 for having voted in the last four 
years indicates that the behavioral and attitudinal measures 
are congruent. A slightly lower, but still high mean of 
1.765 indicates that local elections are considered important 
by subjects. The lowest mean score (=1.510) was for the item 
that asked subjects whether they would vote even if they 
didn't care about the outcome of an election. This seems 
to be a more pragmatic than normative measure of civic duty, 
the latter having been included in the item that questioned 
subjects if they would vote even though so many others did 
(see above). 
We have now described the population demographically, 
defined the scales in terms of composition of items and 
the reliability of each scale. We have also indicated the 
distribution of the population demographically and in -terms 
of its overall distribution on each of our scales. 
It is now time to move on to a description of the 
(cor) relations among the variables and the subsequent 
analysis of variance. 
Inter-Correlation of the 
Personal Control Variables 
Table 9 indicates only one statistically significant 
correlation among the independent variables, i.e., between 
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the locus of control and the individual vs. system blame 
measures. The correlation is unexpected since it shows a 
relation between internal locus and attribution of outcome 
to systemic factors rather than to individual effort. One 
would have expected an internal subject, who believes that 
rewards in his or her life are determined through efforts 
that they control, to also believe that outcomes are the 
result of individual effort. This is not the case. One 
possible explanation of this result is that subjects with 
an internal locus of control have achieved a belief in their 
own control over events through a confrontation with systemic 
forces, i.e., that the internal locus of control subject 
has been interacting with his surrounding reality more than 
the external subject, the latter having confronted the 
system less and believing that outcomes are the result of 
an individual's effort, if only that individual believes 
strongly enough in their capacity to change things. In 
other words, this explanation proposes that the internal 
individual is more involved in the reality of the world 
outside himself and is thus more aware of the power of 
systemic forces than the external individual who, because 
he believes that external forces determine rewards, does 
not venture out into the world but maintains the belief 
that only by individual effort can things be changed. The 
latter belief would certainly lead the external to feel 
frustrated in obtaining rewards since if, in fact, individual 
1 
TABLE 9 
INTERCORRELATION OF CONTROL VARIABLES 
--n:;O-CUS-OF-CONTROLiINDIVIDUA-r-, -VS. SYSTEM 
BLAME, POLITICAL EFFICACY) 
1 2 
100 
3 
Locus of Control 1.00 -.208* -.193 
2 
Individual vs. 
.208* System - 1.00 .095 
3 
Political Efficacy -.193 .095 1.00 
* .05 p = 
effort determines outcome, his external locus of control 
would rule out the possibility that he could effectuate 
such individually-determined outcomes. While this 
explanation of the correlation between locus of control and 
individual vs. system blame is admittedly quite speculative" 
it does provide a foundation for the finding to be reported 
later that externals rather than internals engaged in the 
radical boycott action because of the frustration the 
externals feel in regard to obtaining rewards within 
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conventional political channels. 
Another possible explanation of this result is that 
internals seek relevant information to a greater extent 
than externals. This finding was noted in our review of 
the literature on internal-external locus of control in 
the study of Seeman and Evans of tuberculosis patients in 
a hospital setting. If internals seek information relevant 
to their life situation to a greater extent than externals, 
their sense of the difficulties inherent in effectuating 
political change by individual effort and their sense that 
political outcomes are determined in large part by systemic 
forces and structures may be the result of their (the 
internals') greater familiarity with the actual maze of 
interacting forces that exist and that must be confronted 
in attempting to secure some change in the political system, 
an hypothesis that parallels the one presented immediately 
above. 
A third and more convincing explanation of the relation 
between external locus of control and attribution of political 
outcome to individual effort is the hypothesis that only by 
exerting individual effort within an accepting environment 
can the external achieve some sense of control over events. 
The internal subject would, according to this explanation 
attribute political outcomes to systemic forces because the 
present structure of these political forces has already 
provided for the internal a sense of control over events 
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and so a maintenance of belief in the power of the extant 
political structures promises to maintain that sense of 
                  --------- ------
The lack of any other significant correlations among 
the independent variables (Table 9) seems to indicate that 
we have discrete measures of the global need for control 
variable. The intercorrelation of the political participa-
tion variables also presents some interesting results. 
(Table 10) 
Intercorrelation of Political 
Participation Variables 
First, we note that the Woodward-Roper Scale of 
general conventional political activity is correlated with 
each of the 3 more specific Factorial scales of conventional 
activity as well as with the Renshon Scale of general radical 
activity, but not with the -specific radical activity of 
boycott of classes. (Table 10} The Woodward-Roger scale 
correlations may indicate that an individual whose participa-
tion is conventional in nature might be likely to engage in 
different types of political activity unless that activity 
occurs in a setting that in some way threatens their con-
ventional aspirations or goals, as might be the case with 
the boycott action. The same explanation could be offered 
for the lack of relation between the Renshon Scale and the 
boycott issue. We note that in the case of the Renshon, as 
TABLE 10 
INTERCORRELATION OF POLITICAL 
PARTICIPATION VARIABLES 
Radical 
Conventional SEecific General 
1 2 3 4 
Factorial Factorial Factorial 
Scale I Scale II Scale III Renshon 
Intra- Voting Extra-
Party Scale Party 
Partici- Partici-
pation pation 
1 .327** 1.00 .427*** .292** 
2 
.223* .327** 1.00 .194 
3 .281** .427*** .194 1.00 
4 
.292** .223* .281** 1.00 
5 .668*** .409*** .584*** .296** 
6 
.213 -.062 -.076 -.094 
* P + .05 
** .01 p -
*** p = .001 
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Conven-
tiona1 Radical 
General SEecific 
5 6 
W-R Boycott 
.668*** .213 
.409*** -.062 
.584*** -.076 
.296** -.094 
1. 00 .285 
.285 1.00 
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wi th the': Woodward-Roper, the Renshon scale is related to each 
of the other measures of political activity except the boycott 
mea·sure .. ·· 
Another interesting result in Table 10 is the 
correlation among the 3 Factorial Scales. We note that 
subjects engaging in intra-party activity also engage in 
voting activity and extra-party activity and vice versa. 
Yet those engaging in extra-party activity do not necessarily 
vote. We may speculate that individuals engaged in the more 
active, individually-focused                       of extra-party 
activity have a need to see that their activity is directly 
recognized by those they politically support, and that voting 
would not provide that recognition. Also, the items that 
comprise the extra-party scale include activities that may 
involve the participants in anti-candidate stances which 
would predispose these individuals to direct their partici-
pation to extra-voting activity. 
The result is indeed a puzzling one. Still, another 
possible explanation may be that those engaging in extra-party 
activity are "single-issue" participants. If this is the 
case, voting, which involves the participant in general 
political issues, may not be of great concern to the extra-
party, single-issue activist. 
Viewing the lack of correlation from the other side, 
those who voted may not have engaged in extra-party activity 
because they conduct their activism solely within the 
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conventional party system or because their degree of activity 
in politics does not go beyond voting and into the more 
activist engagement in politics required by extra-party 
activity. 
That the boycott measure is not related to any of the 
other measures of participation may indicate that it is a 
discrete measure of political activity. The lack of 
relation to the other participatory activities may be related 
to the boycotts' specific relation to its physical context, 
the School of Social Work. An individual's motivation to 
participate in either a conventional or a radical activity 
may thus be determined by the specific versus the general 
nature of the activity rather than by its radical or 
conventional orientation. Perhaps the specificity of a 
political action permits the subject to more obviously 
monitor the control or lack of control he or she feels in 
relation to it. 
Relation Between Independent and 
Dependent Variables and Demographic Measures 
Table 12 lists the correlations among the control and 
political participation variables and the demographic items 
requested of subjects on the questionnaire. We note first 
that the older the subjects the more likely will they be to 
engage in voting as a form of political activity. This 
makes sense, since the older the subject, the more likely 
T1\Bt.E 11 
mTERCORREL1\TJONS OF' CONTROL 1\ND POLITICAL PARTICIPATION SC1\!.ES "'ITI! DEMOC;R1\PIIlC V1\RI1\BLES 
Live with Years of DSW 
Ethnic Marital or away Economic Social Degree Specili-
.1\ge Class Gender Status from parent Status \'lork Program zation 
EHicacy -.025 .064 .059 .098 1.77 .064 -.007 •. 135 0.00 
I.ocus -.083 -.124 .148 .102 -.057 -.129 .062 .103 .179 
Indi.vidual 
System -.147 .034 -.091 -.085 -.026 -.018 -.123 -.075 .321 
Intra-Party .177 -.123 -.005 .182 .094 .232* .114 -.065 -.017 
voting .240* .143 .063 .104 -.01!r .205* .099 .078 -.048 
Extra-Party .156 -.101 .173 .211* .045 .251* .240* .133 .355* 
Renshon -.055 .038 .243* .050 .157 -.015 .02B .019 .124 
woodward-
Roper .093 .056 .022 .083 .130 .089 .046 .027 .094 
Civic Duty .157 -.083 -.105 .055 .005 .071 .004 -.045 .219* 
Boycott -.182 .015 -.356* -.181 .243 -.540** -.196 0.00 0.00 
*p = .05 
**p = .01 
M.S. 
                 
             -
.21? 
-.09i 
         
.129 
-.033 
.139 
I 
-.008 
.271* 
.022 
! 
.100 
POlitfcal 
Ideo1oqy 
----_.-
.149 
-.168 
.037 
-.048 
-.259* 
.075 
.253* 
-.061 
-.090 
-.176 
..... o 
0\ 
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will it be that he or she has been exposed for a long period 
of time to propaganda that legitimizes voting as a political 
activity. 
Next, we note that males were more likely to engage in 
general radical political activity (Renshon Scale) than 
females. We may explain this result by saying that males 
may have sensed some test of their masculinity in these 
radical acts. Still, that test of sexual identity was not 
important enough to motivate males to participate more than 
females in the university boycott action. On the contrary, 
we note that in the latter action, it was the females who 
participated more, to an extent that approached statistical 
significance in differentiating their participation from 
that of the male population. The low N for the boycott 
question was probably the factor that prevented the scores 
from achieving statistical significance. We could say say 
that females engaged to a greater extent than males in the 
boycott because of their greater number in the social work 
student population, thus lending the support of numbers 
within the relevant context of protest to the more radical 
activity. We may also speculate that the males' traditionally 
greater career-orientation inhibited engagement in a radical 
activity that occurred within a context directly relevant 
to their career goals. It may be noted in each of these 
explanations how important the context of possible alliances 
and identificationsis in defining participation in the 
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" specific radical boycott action. 
The next correlation is between marital status and 
the extra-pa£ty--(Fa-ctorra1 -III) sca1e-,-- irtd-icating that 
married subjects were more likely to engage in extra-political 
party types of participation, a result that could be explained 
by the marrieds choosing to spend more time on these time-
consuming and independently initiated activities than single 
subjects. 
Individuals with a greater number of years of social 
work-related experience were also more likely to engage in 
extra-political party activity. The explanation for this 
result may be presumed to lie in the fact that the political 
activity in question required a greater degree of inde-
pendent activity and a greater knowledge of organizing within 
the political sphere than the other forms of activity which 
subjects were questioned about in the two other Nie-Verba 
Scales (voting and intra-party activity). Both of these 
requisites of extra-party activity are probably better 
developed in those with more po1itica1Iy related experience, 
which was very likely gained in a social work context. 
Next, we note that students in the Master's degree 
program who are specializing in social policy and organi-
zation are more likely than those specializing in direct 
practice to engage in the general conventional political 
activities included in the Woodward-Roper scale. Evidently, 
students with a social policy-organization interest are more 
109 
likely than students engaged in clinical treatment to be 
involved in general, conventional political activity. 
An interesting and logical finding is indicated by the 
relation between participation in voting and more conservative 
or liberal rather than radical political                     those 
identifying themselves as more radical in their ideological 
orientation were more likely to engage in the general radical 
activities included in the Renshon Scale. 
Next is the finding that those of lower economic 
status were more likely to engage i'n '{the boycott action than 
those of higher economic status. We see in this result 
the first relationship of any of our items with the intra-
university boycott action and we may explain this' relation-
ship by returning to the hypotheses presented earlier in 
this study. 
The first explanationof why students of lower economic 
status boycotted classes was introduced in the review of 
the political participation literature. That explanation 
concerned the possible identification of lower economic status 
students with the wage demands of the striking office 
personnel. This explanation gains added credence in the 
context of the School of Social Work, where identification 
with the strikers on the basis of a common lower economic 
status is bolstered by the social workers' empathy for the 
poor. 
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In           boycott is also related to an external locus 
of control, we might speculate that it was not the common 
--. eco·nomic statu·s-Of-students and ·stri-kers but ra·the-r ·their 
common alienation from the system, due to anexternal locus, 
that led the students to boycott. This explanation gains I 
support when we look at the analysis of variance to be 
reported later. In that analysis we find that externals 
of higher economic status also boycotted classes. This may 
indicate that externality rather than lower economic status 
is the focus around which identifications cluster. In order 
to effectively demonstrate this hypothesis, we would have to 
have evidence for a relation between locus and economic 
status, and we do not have this evidence in our data. 
Perhaps what is necessary is a locus of control scale that 
focuses on economic issues, an economic locus of control 
scale. This idea may be testable in future research if such 
a scale could be devised and tested in the light of various 
political activities. 
We also note in Table 12 that economic status is 
related to each of the three factorial scales, of intra-
party, voting, and extra-party activity. In this table, it 
is shown that higher economic status is related to con-
ventional political activity indicating, perhaps, that those 
of higher economic status, having received one of the tangible 
rewards (money) offered by the conventional political system, 
support that conventional order and not the striking workers 
Scales 
(I) Efficacy 
(2) Individual vs. 
(3) Locus of Control 
(4) Woodward-Roper 
( 5) Intra-Party 
{6} voting 
(7) Extra-Party 
( 8) Renshon 
(9) Boycott 
* P .05 = ** P = .01 *** P = • 001 
TABLE 12 
RELATIONS OF PERSONAL CONTROL AND 
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION MEASURES 
Scales 
1 2 3 4 5 
1.00 .10 -.19 .31** .17 
.10 1.00 -.21* -.07 -.08 
-.19 -.21* 1.00 -.12 -.05 
.31 ** -.07 -.12 1. 00 .67*** 
.17 -.08 -.05 .67 1. 00 
-.02 -.22* -.03 .41*** .33** 
.21* -.15 -.02 .58*** . a3*** 
-.03 -.15 .05 .30** .29** 
-.04 -.44** .61** .29* .21 * 
6 7 8 9 
-.02 .21* -.03 -.04 
-.22* -.15 -.15 -.44** 
.03 -.02 .05 .61** 
.41*** .58*** .30** .29* 
.33** .43*** .29** .21* 
1.00 .19 ,.22 * -.26 
.19 1.00 .2'8**-. 08 
.22* .28** 1.00 -.09 
-.06 -.08 -.44**1.00 
..... ..... ..... 
who are rebelling against it. 
Political Par'ticipation and 
Personal Control -
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Having summarized in a previous sect jon of this chapter 
the relations between the control variables and in another 
section the relation between the participation variables, we 
are now ready to ,summarize the relation between these two 
multidimensional variables. 
Efficacy and Participation 
Table 14 indicates that those high in efficacy engage 
in general conventional political activity ('woodward-Roper) 
and in extra-party activity. In a previous section, we 
noted that 'these two forms of activity are themselves 
related. There are no significant correlations between 
efficacy and either voting or intra-party activity. Thus, 
we may say that where efficacy is higher, the subject will 
choose to engage in the more activist type of conventional 
activity, extra-party                               Evidently those higher 
in efficacy are committed to the conventional political 
system but relate to it with a more activist orientation, 
an orientation that may satisfy the feeling of being 
efficacious. 
Individual vs. System Blame 
and Participation 
The subject who attributes to individual effort the 
major power to determine political outcomes tends to be, as 
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noted earlier, external in locus of control, while the 
subject attributing to the system the major power in 
determining outcomes tends to be lnternal in locus of control. 
Table 14 indicates that the subject who attributes to indi-
vidual effort the major power in determining outcome is 
likely to engage in the boycott               and not to vote in 
national or local elections. Perhaps this individual does 
not believe that voting within the conventional and 
established system is effective and that engaging in the more 
radical and specific boycott action is effective. Effective 
in what sense? 
Locus of Control and 
Participation 
Perhaps the desire to be effective is not defined by 
effectiveness in achieving a particular political outcome 
but rather by effectiveness in increasing the belief in 
internal control. The data support such a hypothesis. We 
note that those with an external locus of control engage in 
only one of the political activities surveyed, i.e., the 
specific radical boycott action. Those internal in locus 
do not, it seems, engage in any of the political activities 
surveyed. At least the general response of internality is 
not in and of itself sufficient to account for political 
activity. What is notable is the fact that internality is 
related to a refusal to engage in the specific radical 
activity of boycott. In the next section, which outlines 
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the interactions among the variables, the results of this 
section are explained in the more specific context of the 
- --demogr-aphic -vari-a-bre-s--that---chara-cte-r--i-ze---the sample. -It __ 
seems that, since both the personal control and political 
participation measures are multi-dimensional in nature, 
any explanation of the relationship between them requires 
a more specific delimitation of the interactions involved. 
This fact is crucial in assessing and refining the relevance 
of, for example, Rotter's locus of control concept. 
We may note at this point that lower economic status 
as well as externality is correlated with participation in 
the boycott action. Utilizing economic status and external 
locus of control as the independent variables and boycott 
as the dependent variable we obtain a multiple correlation 
of .71. This indicates a high level of predictability of 
boycott from those individuals who are external and lower 
in economic status, a finding that will be discussed in 
the "Conclusions." 
Interaction of the Variables 
In order to refine the general findings reported thus 
far, the following analyses of variance have been computed. 
1. As independent variables, we will use: -locus of 
of control, political efficacy, and individual versus system 
blame and conduct analyses of variance using each -of the 
following as the dependent variable: Woodward-Roper 1 Renshon1 
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Factorial Scales I, II, and III; and boycott. 
II. As independent variables in our second set of 
analyses we shall use: economic status and locus of 
control. We will use the same measuresof the dependent 
variable as were used in the first group of analyses (I, 
above) • 
Interaction of Control Variables with 
Scale of General Radical Activity 
(Renshon) 
Of the twelve analyses of variance, only two indicated 
significant interaction effects. 
The first of these analyses concerns the interaction 
of locus of control, individual vs. system blame; and 
political efficacy as the independent variables and the 
Renshon scale of general radical activity as the dependent 
variable. The significance level for the interaction is 
equal to .05. 
Table 15 is divided into two sub-tables, A and B, each 
of which includes thestatistics for the interaction of 
efficacy and locus of control on the Renshon Scale. In sub-
table A, this interaction is considered for subjects who 
believe that the individual rather than the system is responsi-
ble for political outcomes, while sub-table B considers the 
same interaction for subjects who believe that systemic 
factors rather than individual effort is responsible for 
political outcomes. 
TABLE 13 
INTERACTION OF EFFICACY 1 LOCUS OF CONTROL, 
-ANO- I"NDIV-rDUA-I-,- VS. -SYSTEM BLAME FOR 
RENSHON SCALE 
Locus of 
Control 
Internal 
External 
Sub-Table A: Attribution to Individual 
Effort on Individual vs. System Blame 
Scale 
Efficacy 
Low 
Mean 1.375 so 0.198 
N 8.000 
Mean 1.437 so 0.312 
N 16.000 
High 
1.459 
0.243 
17.000 
1.414 
           
14.000 
Sub-Table B: Attribution of Outcome to 
System on Individual vs System Blame Scale 
Locus of 
Control 
Internal 
External 
Mean 
SO 
N 
Mean 
SD 
N 
Efficacy 
Low High 
1. 533 1.300 
0.269 0.320 
7.000 17.000 
1. 533 1.300 
0.273 0.151 
6.000 8.000 
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First, we note that among those who attribute to the 
system the major                 for political change, those with 
a high sense of efficacy, whether they are internal or 
external in locus of control, score low on the Renshon Scale 
of general radical activity. We may explain this finding by 
speculating that an individual who feels competent to effect 
political change within the established political order will 
have no need to engage in political activities outside the 
conventional political struc\:ure, e&p(. cially since that 
individual attributes to the extant political structure the 
major impetus for producing political outcomes. 
Among those who attribute to individual effort the 
major impetus for effecting political ou·tcomes, there 
appears a high score on the Renshon scale for those who are 
high in efficacy and internal in locus of control. Evidently, 
the attribution of                     outcomes to individual effort 
tends to motivate the individual to more radical activity, 
especially where the sense of efficacy and internal control 
are higher. It may be that the indifidual's feeling of 
efficacy and internal control are themselves elevated when 
the individual attributes to his own actions the power to 
effect change and when this power is exercised within a 
context that stresses individual rather than systemic 
forces, as is probably the case within the context of 
radical activity, where individual effort and innovation will 
probably be more likely to appear than in an already 
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established system of rules and institutional arrangements. 
Thus, the "scores on the Renshon scale of general 
--i-adicar -a-cfivi---ty-a"re--usually lowwhen"- -the sense of __                          
is high, except with those individuals who attribute to 
individual effort the major impetus for political outcomes 
and who are internal in locus of control. Speculating, we 
may say that where the sense of competence in the political 
sphere is high and where the individual believes the extant 
political                     to be the major mover of political outcomes, 
he or she will be in some sense attached to the established 
political order, since it is within that order that his or 
her sense of efficacy is established. On the other hand, 
for those who believe that individual effort is the prime 
mover of political outcomes, the way to establish or maintain 
a high sense of efficacy and internal control           be to 
engage in radical activity, where the belief in the importance 
of individual effort can be realized to a greater extent 
than in an already established political framework. 
Interaction of Economic Status 
and Locus of Control for the 
Boycott Question 
The second analysis of variance that demonstrates a 
significant interaction between the variables (p=.Ol) 
involves economic status and locus of control as the inde-
pendent variables and the question of whether or not the 
individual boycotted classes in support of striking office 
personnel as the dependent variable (Table 16). 
TABLE 14 
INTERACTION OF ECONOMIC STATUS AND LOCUS 
OF CONTROL AS INDEPENDENT VARIABLES AND 
BOYCOTT AS DEPENDENT VARIABLE 
Economic Status 
Locus of 
Internal 
External 
Control 
Mean 
SD 
N 
Mean 
SD 
N 
Low 
1.750 
0.500 
4.000 
1.778 
0.441 
9.000 
High 
1.000 
0.0 
7.000 
2.00 
0.0 
2.000 
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The interaction of the variables indicates a finding 
that is of major importance for this study. For those of 
low economic status, engaging in the boycott takes place 
at a rather high level of predictability, whether they are 
internal or external in locus, though those with an external 
locus do seem to engage in boycott to a slightly higher 
degree than internals. This finding supports the previously 
stated contention that identification with strikers on the 
basis of a cpmmon lower economic status may account for 
participation in the boycott action. However, when .those of 
higher economic status are observed, we note that externals 
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are in fact the group that tends to engage in the boycott 
to an extent greater 'than any of the other groups, while 
-- thoseo-f-·hi-ghe·reconomic· -sta-tus who are internal in .locus ---
do not engage in the boycott at all. While the N for each 
cell is quite small, and prevents any final conclusions, 
we may speculate that externality, perhaps especially when 
it is combined with higher economic status, is the major 
factor upon which identification and subsequent participa-
tion in the boycott rests. We might say that the incon-
gruence of having secured one of the established political 
system's major rewards (higher economic status) and still 
feeling a sense of externality within that system may 
explain the higher economic status externals' support of 
the boycott as a rebellion against a feeling of powerlessness 
in the system. For the higher economic status individual who 
is internal in locus of control there exists no such in-
congruence. Engaging in the boycott for this latter group 
would be tantamount to supporting an obstacle to their 
continued sense of power and achievement within the extant 
political order. 
A similar sense of incongruence to that hypothesized 
for the higher economic status, external may exist for the 
internal of high efficacy who attributes to the individual 
the major responsibility for political outcomes. As was 
demonstrated in the first analysis of variance this latter 
individual tends to be more involved in radical activity 
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than the majority of internals of high efficacy, the latter 
attributing to systemic factors the major responsibility 
for political outcomes. It may be that where the sense 
of incongruence is high between one's inner feelings about 
what one should or should not have and what is actually 
possible in the outside world, a desire arises to create 
or participate within a context that will lessen the sense 
of incongruence by increasing the sense of personal control. 
Summary                      
1)                    
CHAPTER VI 
CONCLUSION 
Internal locus of control is correlated to an 
attribution of political outcomes to systemic factors rather 
than individual effort, while external locus is correlated 
to attribution of outcome to individual effort. 
Interpretation 
The internal is a greater seeker of information in 
certain situations that require decisions to be made. The 
internal may therefore attribute political outcomes to 
systemic factor on the basis of his greater knowledge of the 
existing political reality, a knowledge gained by his efforts 
to obtain information. 
2) Finding 
General radical activity (as measured by the Renshon 
Scale) is related to conventional forms of political partici-
pation (particularly extra party activity when the sense of 
efficacy is high) but not to participation in the boycott 
action. 
                             
This finding supports the contention that political 
participation is a multi-dimensional concept. Specifically, 
it is hypothesized that general radical activity is not 
correlated with boycott since the former is a measure 123 
of general and the latter a measure of specific radical 
activity and that in the present case boycott may 
have represented a specific situation that attracted to 
it individuals with some common motive for engaging in the 
boycott of classes. That common motive may have been the 
opportunity provided to the external of gaining an internal 
locus of control which, the argument runs, may have been 
provided by the strike context's more directly and obviously 
demonstrating to the participant his or her 'sense of control 
over events. 
3) finding 
Conventional political activity was itself found 
to be a multi-dimensional concept. Intra-party activists 
engaged in extra-party activity and voting, voters engaged 
in intra-party activity, but extra-party activity was not 
correlated to voting. 
Interpretation 
An explanation was offered in terms of the extra-
party activists' focus on single-issue campaigns, while 
elections are multi-issue in nature. Another explanation 
views the lack of correlation from the other side, i.e., that 
voters do not enga.ge in extra-party activity since the latter 
requires a greater degree of activism in politics than the 
person who merely votes is either capable or desirous :of 
engaging in. A third explanation of the lack of correlation 
between voting and extra-party activity combines the preceding 
two interpretations. Perhaps the individual who doesn't 
vote becomes involved only in those political activities 
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of salience to him. This would explain his lack of desire 
to vote, which generally involves a broad range of issues, 
-- - -----many-ofwh-i-cha-:.:;:e-no-t of irnmedia_te _relevance. Activism 
may for these individuals be focused on the immediate and 
specific. 
4) Finding 
Females were more likely than males to engage in 
boycott of classes. Those of lower economic status engaged 
in boycott, as did those with an external locus of control. 
S) Finding 
Internals who attribute to systemic forces the 
major impetus for political outcomes (see #1, above) score 
low on the Renshon scale of general radical activity, while 
those internals who are high in efficacy and attribute 
political outcomes to individual effort score high on the 
Renshon scale. 
Interpretation 
This is an interesting finding since we also found that 
internals as a group attributed to the system the major 
impetus for political outcomes. It could be that the minority 
of internals who attributed political outcomes to individual 
effort achieved their high sense of efficacy within the 
arena of radical political activism, while the majority of 
internals, who attributed political outcomes to systemic 
factors, achieved their high sense of efficacy via partici-
pation in more conventional modes of political activity. 
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The combined contribution of these two independent factors 
to boycott is substantial. 
6) Finding 
Both internals and externals of low economic status 
boycotted classes, particularly externals. Externals of 
high economic status also boycotted. Internals of high 
economic status did not boycott classes. A multiple 
correlation of .71 was arrived at in predicting boycott from 
economic status and locus of control. Thus, when locus is 
external and economic status is low, a high level of 
predictability of boycott exists. 
We note in this group of findings that one's external 
locus of control always determined boycott, particularly 
where the external subject was of lower economic status. 
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Interpretat;ion 
It may be that the boycott provided for externals of low 
economic status a po"litica1 issue and a political milieu, 
--"- "via" "identif"ica-t"ion-with the strikers, * -that pr_omi_s_e_Q. __ to 
gratify their need for control over events. This may 
also explain why those of higher economic status who 
were externals boycotted classes. This latter group may 
have identified with the strikers and joined in support 
of them not out of sympathy, altruism, or mutual economic 
interest, but on the basis of a common external locus of 
control. In other words, it is contended that the boy-
cott of classes was motivated not by the nature of the 
economic issue, per se, but by the provision of a context 
for achieving an internal locus that was offered by the 
extra-conventional context of the strike action. 
Some Theoretical Implications of the Results 
One of the major findings indicates that the subject 
who scores as internal on the Rotter scale does not believe 
that political outcomes are determined by individual effort 
but rather that outcomes are determined by systemic forces, 
while those scoring as externals on the Rotter scale believe 
*cf. The theoretical speculations offered in the review of 
political participation literature concerning identification 
as a basis of voting patterns along ethnic lines (Chapt. 2). 
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that political outcomes     determined by individual 
effort. The locus of control or belief in one's control 
over events is thus not the same as the belief that one 
actually does exercise control over events. 
This definition of locus of control is in keeping 
with Rotter's original formulation of the concept. In 
the text, above, we offered some speculative comments to 
attempt to explain the internals' attribution of outcome 
to systemic forces and the externals' attribution of out-
come to individual efforts. These comments center around 
the hypothesis that internals are more attuned to the 
complex network of structural forces that in the world of 
political reality actually determine outcomes and that 
this determines their attribution of outcome to systemic 
forces. 
Following from           divergence in the definition of 
locus of control and political efficacy as two discrete 
dimensions of the need for control variable we may offer 
the following tentative conclusion: that the need for 
personal control may be viewed from two vantage points, 
i.e., from the vantage point of one's position in the 
extant political reality and from the vantage point of 
some future, hoped-for reality. Let us be more specific. 
Let us assume, as we have throughout this study, that a 
need for personal control does exist. If this is the 
case, we may hypothesize that the individual will engage 
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in and support activities that encourage a belief in his or 
her personal control over events. It is maintained that 
each individual will desire this belief in their control. 
So what distinguishes the internal from the external subject? 
The hypothesis offered is that the internal locus of control 
subject will participate in (political) actions within the 
extant political framework since that existing framework 
offers him the opportunity to believe that he exercises 
personal control within it. The external locus of control 
subject will, on the other hand, participate in (political) 
actions outside the extant political framework since the 
existing framework does not offer him the opportunity to 
believe that he exercises personal control within it. To 
support this hypothesis we note that the external subject 
engages in the radical, extra-conventional boycott action. 
The external's participation in the boycott may offer him 
a specific context wherein the belief in his personal con-
trol is or promises to become operative. According to this 
explanation, we may see the external locus of control sub-
ject's belief that political outcomes are determined by 
individual effort as a rationale motivating or strengthening 
his motivation to attempt to create a context favorable to a 
belief in his personal control over events. The internal 
locus of control subject has no need for this rationale, 
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since the existing structure already provides for him a 
belief in his personal control. The internal locus of 
control subject is content to believe that structural or 
systemic factors determine outcomes. 
According to the above speculations, locus of con-
trol must be defined as a general need for a belief in 
one's control over events. Rotter defines this as the 
internal locus of control. What is being postulated 
here is that this locus of control is a general motivational 
force that exists in all individuals. What distinguishes 
an internal from an external locus of control is not the 
presence or absence of this motivational force nor a 
belief that one has or does not have control in any general 
sense over events in one's life. It is postulated that 
what does distinguish an internal from an external locus 
of control is a belief as to whether the existing context 
within which the individual operates provides the 
opportunity to exercise a sense of personal control. 
., "' 
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The external locus of control subject will be defined by 
the inability of the existing contextual reality to provide 
- --.--. the opporturii ty-or rewards necessa-ry for believing_in his 
personal control. For this external locus of control 
subject, (political) behavior will be engaged in within 
a context that does provide some challenge tc the existing, 
alienating network of structural forces. Where the existing 
political context does not offer the opportunity to 
exercise political belief in one's control (external), 
Coalitions will be forged among various segments of the 
population along lines that strive to create an alternate 
contextual framework for the exercise of personal control. 
These coalitions may be formed among segments of the 
population that have, for example, different socia-economic 
positions, but who nevertheless feel mutuallY or commonly 
alienated from the present reality's inability to provide 
them with a belief in their personal control. Thus, those 
who engaged in boycott of classes came from both higher 
and lower economic status positions but were external in 
their locus of control. 
The specific issue of wages addressed by the boycott 
of classes may have provided the (external locus of con-
trol) student supporters of the strikers with an opportunity 
around which their alienation from the existing reality 
could coalesce. It is in this sense that we may under-
stand the vicarious obtaining of economic rewards by 
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external locus of control, student supporters of the 
boycott, these students identified, it is hypothesized, 
with the strikers' inability to believe in their personal 
control over events and utilinngthe economic issue as a 
focus for creating a political reality within which personal 
control might be exercised. Internal locus of control 
subjects had no need to create a new context, since the 
present alignment of forces provided for them a belief in 
their personal control over events. 
The above formulation of locus of control points to 
the necessity of defining this concept within specific 
contextual frameworks. These contextual frameworks, 
involving political processes in the present study, are 
themselves multi-dimensional and must be assessed in terms 
of the opportunities provided to the individual to believe 
in his or her sense of personal control. As several studies 
critical of Rotter's original locus of control concept 
have made clear, (Cf. Sanger and Alker), certain segments 
of the population (e.g., females) are not innately 
"external" in Rotter's sense but have, because of their 
sense of powerlessness to effectuate change within the 
status quo, become alienated from the extant political 
and social order. In our sample, we note that females 
were external in locus of control and that they did support 
the boycott of classes to an extent that just missed 
achieving statistical significance. 
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Admittedly, the above discussion provides no more 
than an ad hoc explanation of the results obtained. We 
- -have attempted to provide a logical theoretical framework 
for a collection of somewhat contradictory findings. 
Still, the multi-dimensionality of the political partici-
pation process and the hypothesized "mOtivational "drive" 
of a multi-dimensional conception of personal control do 
demonstrate the importance of taking into account the 
specific context within which a personality attribute is 
operative in order to assess its functioning. 
For the political organizer and policy-planner as 
well as for the social and political scientist, this 
study seems to move away from the concept of political 
participation as based solely or primarily on the economic 
or social rewards that may be obtained by engaging in 
various' political actions. What may be more helpful is 
a concept of interest groups that is based not on the 
material or economic benefits that may accrue to the 
individual but rather on the opportunity to experience 
a sense of control that can be provided for the individual 
when he or she either attempts to maintain the present 
structure of political forces (for the internal locus of 
control subject) or create an alternate set of political 
conditions (for the external locus of control individual). 
Interest group politics would thus assess the various 
coalitions and identifications among individuals as 
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phenomena pertaining directly to their sense of personal 
control vis-a-vis the existing political context. This 
would provide an opportunity to explain many seemingly 
contradictory coalitions within the political realm, e.g., 
when poor and rich citizens join a radical political 
party as well as many situations that are presently 
explained by invoking conventional single-interest economic 
and social motives. In essence, the definition of locus 
of control introduced herein relates the behavioral 
concept to the psychoanalytic theory of motivation as 
espoused by ego psychologists like Robert White, who 
speaks of a need for competence that motivates behavior, 
and Heinz Hartmann, who discusses the ego's adaptation 
to reality as one of its major functions. Rather than 
viewing internal-external locus of control as a fixed, 
static attribute of the.persona1ity that is triggered or 
put into operation on the basis of some previously 
learned reward system, as Rotter's definiton of the 
concept seems to imply, the present formulation views the 
concept in a dynamic manner, attempting to account for 
various (political) behaviors in terms of an interaction 
of personality and environment whose goal it is to achieve 
for the individual a more satisfactory adaptation to 
reality and, more important, since we are discussing a 
process of political participation, an adaptation that 
takes into account the individual's active attempts to 
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manipulate and master the outside world in order to make it 
more accommodating to his inner needs. Indeed, many of the 
findings reported above relating locus of control to parti-
cipation or relating a specific demographic factor (like 
marital status) to a specific type of participation (like 
extra-party activity) may have less to do with the sense of 
control per se than it has to do with the groups that people 
involve themselves with and the types of activities those 
groups engage in. Married couples may therefore engage in 
extra-party activity mor.e out of a sense of identification 
with the reference group "married couples" (who may engage 
in extra-party activity for a number of reasons) than 
because extra-party activity itself is a means of achieving 
an internal locus of control. 
For the political organizer and policy strategist, 
these considerations may prove to be of some importance 
in assessing the rewards that motivate individuals to 
support particular political activities and policy options. 
These rewards, as this study has attempted to show, do 
not always involve direct economic or social benefits but 
may have more to do with the individual's sense of control 
both over external outcomes and over internal feelings of 
congruence and incongruence in various socio-politica1 
contexts. 
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Some Implications for Social Work 
In concluding this study with an outline of some of 
the possible implications for social work it is necessary 
to state that social work is itself a multi-dimensional 
task with a variety of practitioners in each sub-area 
of specialization. The results will thus impact on each 
of these sub-specialities in specific ways. 
The multi-dimensionality of the political partici-
pation variable indicates to the policy strategist and 
planner that policy will impinge on the various forms of 
political                             in specific ways.             policies 
that promise to reward the participant with higher economic 
status may be more appropriately carried out within.a 
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political context that includes participants who are able 
to identify with each other on the basis of common low 
.... ----- - --------_. _. - - --------- -economic status; radical political activity may be 
pursued within a context that includes external locus of 
control subjects, whose hypothesized need to establish 
internal control will be provided for in a political 
milieu that establishes an alternative political frame-
work for the exercise of personal control. 
The political organizer would do well to be aware 
of the finding that seemingly similar modes of political 
participation may in fact attract different types of 
potential participants. For example, the individual who 
has engaged in general radical activity in the past was 
not necessarily a participant in the more specific radical 
activity of boycott of classes. Thus, the intrinsic 
nature of specific poli t.ical actions should be assessed 
In this study we noted, for example, that empathy for the 
strikers and the need to establish an internal locus of 
control (especially where the existing external locus 
was incongruent with the individual's higher economic 
status) may have represented extra-political motives for 
engaging in the boycott action. Thus, radical activity 
will attract different participants at different times, 
depending in part on the needs of the potential partici-
pants and the degree to which the specific action promises 
to fulfill those needs. 
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In assessing the specific needs of potential 
participants it is also necessary to recognize the multi-
dimensionality of the personal control variable. 
Personal control has itself been shown to be too global 
a concept. In assessing the relation of internality to 
attribution to the system for political outcomes we have 
an unexpected finding that indicates the importance of 
viewing the concept of internality within a context of 
information-seeking behavior. Thus, the internal subject, 
because of his or her greater propensity to seek informa-
tion relevent to decision-making may be more informed 
about the importance of systemic factors than the external 
subject. The degree to which the organizer is aware of 
these factors that more precisely define and supplement 
the concept of personal control, the more likely he will 
be to organize his efforts in conformity with them. 
In assessing the relations of participation and 
control, it is necessary to take into account the fact 
that the control variables are differentially related to 
the types of participation engaged in. Thus, locus of 
control has been found to be related to participation in 
boycott, while the efficacy dimension was found to be 
related to extra-party participation. The boycott may, 
as hypothesized earlier, have attracted the external 
subject because of the possible reward of achieving an 
internal locus of control or a locus of control that is 
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congruent with the individual's economic position, while 
extra-party participation, because it required greater 
.. ____ ini.tia_tiy_e __ Qn.-t.bg _par:tiq.ipant       __ part may h_i?-Y_E;! __                        
to it individuals who required a context that would 
enable them to exercise the greater sense of efficacy 
embodied in a higher-initiative activity. That system 
blamers vote but do not necessarily engage in intra- or 
extra-party activity is another finding that supports the 
notion of specificity of the participation and control 
variables and the relations between them. 
The analyses of variance indicate the importance 
not only of specificity of the variables but of taking 
into account the combination of variables and the result-
ing effects on participation. We note, for example, that 
efficacy has the greatest impact on radical activity 
(Renshon Scale) when accompanied by internal locus and 
attribution of outcome to individual effort. This finding 
may indicate that radical activity is motivated by those 
personal control attributes that concern the individual's 
focus on himself as a prime mover of political and non-
political outcomes. 
The latter speculation brings to the fore the 
question of causality. Is the radical activity engaged in 
because the participant is internal in locus, high in 
efficacy, and attributes outcomes to individual effort, 
or is the radical activity engaged in in order to bolster 
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the sense of intermality, of efficacy, and of the indivi-
dual's power to control outcomes? The former line of 
causation assumes that pre-existing personality and 
attitudinal attributes are necessary to engage the indi-
vidual in radical political acts, while the latter line 
of causation views the political act as the means for 
achieving the personality attributes in question. If 
the latter line of causation is applicable at a particular 
moment for a particular individual, it is of relevance to 
the caseworker whose goal it may be to aid the client in 
bolstering various aspects of his self-esteem by helping 
him to achieve a greater sense of internal control, 
efficacy, and individual power over political outcomes. 
In other words, just as the individual's existing 
personality attributes may be essential in enlising his 
participation in specific political activities, so may 
the political activity itself be useful as a means 
whereby the individual's internal development and needs 
can be shifted and perhaps strengthened. The mutual 
influence of these variables may, in the end, contribute 
to the individual's feeling that he or she is in fact an 
integral member of the political context in question, 
that the "fit" between inner needs and external reality 
can prqvide for growth in both areas. 
APPENDICES 
Preceedirig the test battery is a copy of the 
instructions introducing the questionnaire to subjects. 
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"Please answer each of the items included in this 
battery of questions separately, i.e., without reference 
to answers you have provided in other sections of the -
questionnaire. Answer each question, even though there 
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is some repetition. This will be important for convenience 
in statistical analysis of the data. Please take each 
Index separately, noting the specific type of response 
requested in each (e.g., one index requires that you circle 
(a) or (b)i another requires that you provide information in 
the blank spaces; another that you answer "yes" or "no" to --
the question posed) • 
Thank you very much for your help. I will be more 
than happy to discuss with you the nature of the study I 
am undertaking once I have obtained the completed question-
naires." 
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Appendix A Political Salience 
1) Thinking about the federal government, how 
much effect do you think its activities, the laws 
passed and so on, have on your life? 
a) a lot 
b) a little 
c) none 
2) Thinking about the local government, how much 
effect do you think its activities, the laws passed and 
so on, have on your life? 
a) a lot 
b) a little 
c) none 
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Appendix B : Political Efficacy 
Pleise answer agree or disagree in each of the following: 
1. I don't think that putilic                     care much what 
people like me think. 
2. The way people vote is the main thing that decides 
how things are run in this country. 
3. Voting is the only way that people like me can 
have a say about how the government runs things. 
4. People like me don't have much say about how the 
government runs things. 
5. Sometimes politics and government seems so compli-
cated that a person like me can't really understand 
what is going on. 
Items 1, 3, 4 and 5 are coded as efficacious if the 
answer is "disagree" while item 2 is scored as effica-
cious if the answer is "agree". 
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Appendix C Civic Duty 
··CitizEm"Dut"y Scale (SRC) 
Please answer either true or false. 
1. It isn1t so important to vote when you know your 
"party doesn't have a chance to win. 
2. A good many local elections aren't important enough 
to bother with. 
3. So many other people vote in the national elections 
that it doesn't matter much to me whether I vote or not. 
4. If a person doesn't care how an elections comes out, 
he shouldn't vote in it. 
                D : Woodward - Roper Political 
Participation Index* 
Index of Political Participation (Woodward and Roper) 
" 
Please check each of the following items which you 
                          in: 
, Locoring method used            
Voting once or more t"imes in the last 
four years (since 197«) 1 point 
145 
Frequently discussing public issues 
with others and either taking an equal share 
in the coversation or, usually trying to 
convince others he is right 1 point 
Belonging to any organization that 
takes a stand on public issues 1 point 
Having ever' written or talked to an 
elected official regarding a public issue 1 point 
Having ever worked for the election of 
any'candidate 1 point 
Having ever contributed money to a 
political party or candidate 1 point 
Having attended any meetings in the 
last four years at which political speeches 
were made 1 point 
Total possible points 7 points 
*J. L. Woodward and E. Roper, 1950. "Political Activity 
of American Citizens", The American Political Science 
Review, XLIV, 4 (Dec.) 872-85 
,Ct 
Appendix E : Renshon Political 
Participation Index· 
Please check each of the following j:n which yon have _ engaged: 
1. Attended a mass demonstration. 
2. Broken a law to dramatize opposition to a law or 
policy 
3. Taken part in a sit in 
4. Taken part in a physical confrontation (pushing, 
shoving, etc.) during any of the above 
• The four items are taken from a larger scale of 
political participation devised by s. Renshon, op cit 
p. 275. These items were chosen because they request 
information on participatory activities not covered by 
either the Woodward-Roper Index (Appendix D) or the 
Nie and Verba Index (Appendix F) 
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Apperidix F : Nie and Verba Index 
Of Specific Political Activities* 
Please check each of the listed actions in which you 
have engaged: 
1. Persuade others how to vote 
2. Actively work for a party 
3. Attend political meetings 
4. Contribute money to a party 
5. Membership in political clubs 
6. Vote regularly in national elections 
7. Votedin 1976 presidential election + 
8. Voted in 1972 presidential election + 
147 
9. Frequency of local vote(voted in last mayoral or local election 
10. Work wit, others on local problem 
11. Form "a group to work on local problems 
12. Active membership in community problem-solving 
organization 
13. Contact local official with others 
14. Contact extra local official with others 
15. Contact local official on social matter 
16. Contact extra10cal official on social matter 
17. Contact local official on particularized problem 
lB. Contact extralocal official on a social matter 
* Adapted from Nie and Verba, "Political Participation", 
Handbook of Political Science, Vol. IV, op cit 
+ Year of election is altered from Nie and Verba study 
Appendix G : The Rotter Internal - External 
Locus of Control Scale* 
Please circle (a)     (b) 
l.a. Children get into trouble because their parents 
punish them too much. 
b. The trouble with most children nowadays is that 
their parents are too easy with them 
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2.a. Many of the unhappy things in people's lives are 
              due to bad luck. 
b. People's misfortunes result from the mistakes they 
make. 
3.a. One of the major reasons why we have wars is 
because people don't take enough interest in 
politics. 
b. There will always be wars, no matter how hard 
people try to prevent them. 
4.a. In the long run people get the respect they 
deserve in this world. 
b. Unfortunately, an individual's worth often passes 
unrecognized no matter how hard he tries. 
S.a. The idea that teachers are unfair to students is 
nonsense. 
b. Most students don't realize the extent to which 
their grades are influenced by accidental 
happenings. 
6.a. Without the right breaks, one cannot be an effec-
tive leader. 
b. Capable people who fail to become leaders have 
not taken advantage of their opportunities. 
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7.a. No matter how hard you try some people just don't 
like you. 
b. people who can't get others to like them don't 
understand how to get along with others. 
B.a. Heredity plays the major role in determining one's 
personality. 
b. It is one's experiences in life which determine 
what they're like. 
g.a. I have often found that what is going to happen 
will happen. 
b. Trusting to fate has never turned out as well for 
me as making a decision to take a                 course 
of action. 
IO.a. In the case of the well prepared student, there 
is rarely if ever such a thing as an unfair test. 
b. Many times exam questions tend to be so unrelated 
to course work that studying is really useless. 
ll.a. Becoming a success is a matter of hard work, luck 
has little or nothing to do with it. 
b. Getting a good job depends mainly on being in the 
right place at the right time. 
12.a. The average citizen can have an influence in 
government decisions. 
b. This world is run by the few people in power, and 
there is not much the little guy can do about it. 
13.a. When     make plans, I am most certain that I can 
make them work. 
b. It is not always wise to plan too far ahead 
because many things turn out to be a matter of 
good or bad fortune anyhow. 
· t 
     
l4.a. There are certain people who are just no good. 
b. There is some good in everybody. 
lS.a. In my case getting what I want has little or 
-- -not-h-i-ng-to -de wi t-h l-uck. 
b. Many times       might just as well decide what to 
do by flipping a coin. 
l6.a. Who gets to be the boss often depends on who was 
lucky enough to be in the right place first. 
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b. Getting people to do the right thing depends upon 
ability, luck has little or nothing to do with it. 
l7.a. As far as world affairs are 'concerned, most of us 
are the victims of forces we can neithar under-
stand, nor control. 
b. By taking an active part in political and social 
affairs the people can control world events. 
lS.a. Most people don't realize the extent to which their 
lives are controlled by accidental happenings. 
b. There really is no such thing as "luck". 
19.a. One should always be willing to admit mistakes. 
b. It is usually best to cover up one's mistakes. 
20.a. It is hard to know whether or not a person really 
likes you. 
b. How many friends you have depends upon how nice 
a person         are. 
21.a. In the long run the bad things that happen to us 
are balanced by the good ones. 
b. Most misfortunes are the result of lack of ability, 
ignorance, laziness, or all three. 
22.a. With enough effort we can               political 
corruption. 
b. It is difficult for people to have much control 
over the things politicians do in office. 
23.a. Sometimes I can't understand how teachers arrive 
at the grades they give. 
b. There is a direct connection between how hard I 
study and the grades I get. 
24.a. A good leader expects people to decide for them-
selves what they shouln do. 
b. A good leader makes it clear to everybody what 
thE::!ir jobs are. 
2S.a. Many times I feel that I have little influence 
over the things that happen to me. 
b. It is impossible for me to believe that chance or 
luck plays an important role in my life. 
26.a. People are lonely because they don't try to be 
friendly. 
b. There's not much use in trying toohard to please 
people,if they like you, they like you. 
27.a. There is too much emphasis on athletics in high 
school. 
b. Team sports are an excellent way to build character. 
28.a. What happens to me is my own doing. 
b. Sometimes I feel that I don't have enough control 
over the direction my life is taking. 
29.a. Most of the time I can't understand why politicians 
behave the way they do. 
.. . ,.; ,if .. , ..     . .,. .. 
I' .', 
29.b. In the long run the people are responsible for 
bad government on a national as well as on a 
local level. 
-- . ------ ----- - -- ----- .--- --
*score is the number of "external" items indicated by 
respondent 
        ." 
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Appendix H : Individual versus System 
Blame Index* 
1. There has been a lot of talk recently about the 
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deterioriation of the quality of life in this coun-
try. Some people feel that each individual 
              is responsible while others feel that the 
real responsiblity lies with certain powerful 
groups in government andindustry. How do you feel? 
a. The individual is primarily responsible 
b. Powerful groups in government and industry 
2. Do you feel that the best way to improve the way 
things are is to stress that each person must begin 
to take responsibility for the way things are, or 
do you feel that change is better brought about by 
pressure and collective social action? 
a. via the individual's responsibility 
b. via collective social action. 
3. There's been a lot of talk recently about racial 
discrimination. Some people say that it is lack 
of skills and ability that keep people from get-
ting jobs, while others say that even if a black 
were qualified, a white person with the same 
training would get the job. Which do you feel is 
closer to the way things are: 
a. individual skills and ability 
b. system or structual factors are more important 
*Choosing (a) is an indication of individual                              
of attribution to systemic factors. 
*From S. Renshon, op cit, pp. 273-274 
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Appendix I c ·Questionnaire 
Please answer each of the following: 
1) ._Age: __ - _________ _ 
2) Ethnic Class: -------------------------
3) Gender: ---------------------
A} Are You: 
a) married 
b) single 
c) living a·t home with parent 
d) living away from parent 
4) Economic Status 
$5,000 or less 
$5,000-10,000 ______ _ 
$10,000-25,000 -------
$25,000 and more ------
5) Years of social work related work experience (paid 
or volunteer) : --------
6) Degree sought at Columbia: 
7) 
8) 
MS -------
DS1'l -----
Social Work Specialization: 
DSW MSW 
Practice 
SPPO Rese-a-r-'ch"'--
Concentration I 
Concentration 2----
Concentration 3--
Personal Political Ideology: 
Conservative -------
Liberal ----------
Radical 
                 
Other ------------
..... 
Addendum 
Did you boycott classes during the recent strike 
of office personnel at CUSSW so as to demonstrate YO'lr 
support of that group's wage and benefit demands? 
(1) No 
(2) Yes 
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